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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL. 



To the Governor: 

I have the honor to report to you the work of the State Dairy 
and Food Department for the year ending June 30, 1910. The work for 
the fi'TBt eleven months of the year was performed under the supervision 
of my able and worthy predecessor, the late Hon. Arthur C. Bird, and 
while familiar with the work of the Department, having been Deputy 
Commissioner, it is not probable that I will be able to give as clear and 
concise a report as Mr. Bird could have done. As Dairy and Food Com- 
missioner, Mr. Bird had original and comprehensive views of the work 
of the department, and tlie gi'e^t development and effectiveness of this 
department, which has taken place in the past six years during your 
administration, is an enduring monument for all time, to the executive 
ability and untiring energy of Arthur Bird. In him the consumer always 
had a friend. He was invariably on the consumer's side of the question, 
and in many important legal battles which he fought, his sole object 
was to compel the manufacturer to sell his products for what they 
really were. As instances, see the Armour Sausage Case and the Pratt 
Stock Food case. Not only that, but he always stood out boldly against 
preservatives in food. His contention being, that food products could 
be placed before the consumer without the use of presen-atives and with 
State Analvst Robison and Dr. Wilev, he maintained that the use of 
Benzoate of Soda, and other chemical preservatives in the preparation 
of food products, is unnecessary, and from the standpoint of health, 
questionable at least. 

Mr. Bird's ability to organize and direct was recognized by all who 
knew him and I am pleased to rei)ort to you, that when I received my 
Commission from you, on June 2nd, and assumed charge of the de- 
partment, I found a gi'eat State Department, with all its diffei'ent 
branches working in perfect harmony. The finances of the department 
were correct to a cent and the books balanced exactly. His commanding 
view of the work of all the different branches of the department enabled 
his assistants to give their best efforts to their individual work, all of 
which has resulted in the uplifting, development and efficiency of the de- 
partment, and makes Michigan's Dairy and Food Department the peer 
of anv of its kind in the countrv. The Dairv and Food interests of the 
State lost a valuable friend in the death of Arthur C. Bird. 

FOOD INSPECTION. 

During the year ending July 1st, 1910, 8,435 dealers in food products 
were visited hy our inspectors and 1,046 samples of food products were 
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collected and sent to the laboratory for analysis, 1,285 of these were 
fonnd to be pure, 661 were adulterated. 145 prosecutions were begun 
by the Department during the year, resulting in 136 convictions and 
four acquittals. It must not be inferred from an examination of the 
figures presented that they represent the actual condition of the food 
supply of Michigan with reference to adulteration. The experience of 
the department's inspectors enable them to i-eadily determine as to 
the purity of many of the different food products inspected by them, 
and only samples supposed to be adulterated or in which some new 
form of adulteration is liable to occur, ai'e sent to the laboratories for 
chemical analysis. Goods which are properly labeled to conform with 
the requirements of our food laws, are only occasionally sampled by our 
insi)ectors for analysis. Tliis occasional examination is made of all 
food products to be sure that they are properly labeled to conform to 
the law in every respect. 

IMPROVED CONDITION OP THE OYSTER TRADE. 

During the year a decided improvement was made in the condition of 
the oyster trade. Wholesalers were not allowed to use ice in the recep- 
tacle with the oysters in shipping to the retail trade. Neither were the 
retail dealers allowed to keep ice in tha same receptacle with the oysters. 
The ice must be in a separate compartment of the receptacle surrounding 
the oyster compartment proper. The result is much more satisfactory 
to the consumer and also to the dealer. While the enforcement of this 
ruling perhaps increased the price per quart of oystei-s, it dJd not in- 
crease the cost per food unit. 

ICB CREAM INSPECTORS. 

The enforcement of the twelve per cent butter fat standard in ice 
cream, made mandatory by our recent law, I'evealed the fact that many 
manufacturers prepai-ed their ice cream by the "Rule of Thumb'^ and 
did not know the fat content. The result of the fii-st round of inspec- 
tion showed an average fat content of 9.8 jier cent butter fat. In the 
second round of inspection the average per cent of fat had increased to 
12.3 per cent, showing conclusively what careful inspection will ac- 
complish. 

INSPECTION OF BAKERIES AND CONPECTIONBRIBS. 

Tlie services of two insi)ectors were devoted almost exclusively to the 
insj>ection of the sanitary condition of Bakeries and Confectioneries, 
which has resulted in a much improved condition of the establishments. 
Experience shows, however, that this inspection should l>e continued in 
order to maintain the present standard and also to raise the standard 
of sanitation still higher. 

LABORATORY IMPROVED. 

During tlie year, the department laboratory was still further ex 
tended and improved. A separate room provided for the private office of 
the State Analyst, a stock-room added for chemical reagents and a room 
set ai>art for a library and reading room. These improvements, to- 
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gether with others of the past six years, gives to our department a lab- 
oratory worthy of the name and one that any institution might well be 
proud of. 

DAIRY INSPECTION'. 

I can speak with somewhat more confldeiu^e with regard to the dairy 
work of the department, because as Deputy Commissioner, I had imme- 
diate charge of this work. The law of 1005, which broadened the scope 
of the Dairy and Food Department, and made it the duty of the Dairy 
and Food Commissioner to foster and encourage the Dairy Industry of 
the state, contemplates that the dairy work of the department shall be 
largely educational. While the inspectors of creameries and cheese 
factories and farm dairies are given police powei's under certain condi- 
tions, the whole spirit of the law is educational. Insimtion under our 
dairy law, not alone contemplates the enforcement of its provisions, but 
it implies that instruction shall be given to enable the proper com[)lian('e 
with the law. This same spirit of the law applies in the inspection of 
farm dairies. It is not only the duty of the inspector to point out con- 
ditions that are wrong, but it is as much his duty to tell how these con- 
ditions may Ik? so improved as to comply with the law. 

DAIRY MEETINGS. 

The provision of the law which authorizes the holding of dairy meet- 
ings throughout the state, contemplates that these meetings shall be 
l)urely educational. The object being, to discuss with the dairy farmer, 
the best means of bringing about improved sanitary conditions, and 
thus make his dairy pi'oduct a cleaner and more wholesome food. In- 
struction is given in the feeding and care of the dairy herd, in breeding 
and selection, as well as in the construction, arrangement, lighting and 
ventilation of the stable, the dairy house, etc., that will assure better 
health of the herd, juid bettor knowledge of all details that enter into 
the improvement of the conditions of the suiToundings of our dairy 
farms, to encourage the production of more wholesome dairy products 
and at a decreased cost. A dairy meeting, under the auspices of the 
Dairy and Food Department, is rejilly a farmers dairy institute, and 
topics <overing the broad subject of dairy farming are discussed at these 
meetings. During the year ending July 1, 1910, fifty-one of these meet- 
ings were held throughout the state. Each one was either personally 
conducted by myself, or by Mr. N. 1*. Hull, the present Dejmty Commis- 
sioner. During this year the dairy inspectoi-s inspected and reported 
on 555 creameries, 144 cheese factories, 376 farm dairies, and made 431 
city milk supply insj)ections, not counting the special inspections made 
during the months of July and August. Score card I'eports of each one 
of these several insjiections made by the inspei*toi*s at the time of in- 
spection are on file in the department. 

SPECIAL INSPBCriON DURING JULY AND AUGUST. 

The inspection of city milk supply for the entire state of Michigan is 
an enormous task and the department has never been able to do this in 
as thorough a manner as it would like. We have simply done what we 
could. The milk supply of the city is of great importance. Boards of 
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Healtli tell us that a goodly i)er cent of tlie luortality of infants is due 
to poor milk, that is milk contaminated with bacteria, injurious to 
health, existing largely through having the milk produced under in- 
sanitary conditions. An occasional inspection of the milk supply of any 
given city, or town, is not only insufficient to permanently improve the 
condition, but it is insufficient to give the Department accurate knowl- 
edge of the actual condition of the milk that is being furnished for con- 
sumption. To get accurate data as well as to improve the conditions, 
the department began the policy, of giving spe<!ial attention to the city 
milk supply during the months of July and August, when the rate of 
mortality among infants is greatest. A year ago, two special inspectors 
were apiK)inted as an experiment to give their whole attention to city 
milk supply for a period of sixty days. ■ This seemed to i^eeult in so much 
benefit, that during July and August of 1909, six special inspectors were 
appointed for this work. Two inspectors worked together, both collect- 
ing samples of milk on the market each morning, then in the afternoon 
one analyzed these samples, not alone for adulteration, but more es- 
pecially for wholesomeness. The other inspecting the dairy premises, 
so far as [>os8ible, where the milk was produced. During thii? time, 3,987 
samples of milk were collected and analyzed and the complete analysis 
of same is on file with the department. This special inspection has 
given us a knowledge of the conditions of the market milk trade in gen- 
eral from day to day during the hot portion of the year, and furnished 
scientific data that cannot be found anywhere else and which we could 
secure in no other way. The results of these inspections warranted the 
department in further extending the work during the present year. 

COMPARATIVE PRICES OF DAIRY PRODUCTS. 

"Much has been said recently about the high cost of living, and the ex- 
t(»ssive price of dairy products, butter, cheese and milk. Realizing that 
tlie average consumer lacked information as to the value of dairy food 
]>rodiicts, compared witli other meat food products, State Analyst Robi- 
Kon devised a unique, and so far as I know, an original method of com- 
])aring the food value of dairy ])roducts with food value of other pro- 
duels. He purchased one dollar's worth of each of the three dairy pro- 
(]i,ets— cheese, butter and milk — at current market price, and he also 
])urchased a dollars' worth of other meat products, beef, ham, mutton, 
eggs and oysters. To show the comparative value of these foods, he re- 
<luced the one dolLar^«« worth of each food to heat of caloric units, using 
thes<» as a basis for conijianson. At the State Dairyman's association at 
Detroit, in February, he represented by means of these caloric units the 
force necessary to run toy trains of cars, and thus illustrated in an ob- 
jective and striking manner, the fact, that, at current prices, dairy pro- 
ducts are cheaper than other animal products. One dollar expended in 
the purchase of butter is equivalent to |1.50 invested in beef; |1.50 in- 
vested in ham; $2.75 invested in eggs; $7.00 invested in oysters. One 
dollar invested in cheese equals $1.60 invested in beef; $1.60 in ham; 
$3.00 in eggs; $8.00 in oysters. One dollar's worth of milk is equal to 
$1.40 of beef; $1.40 worth of ham;; $2.50 worth of eggs and $6.00 worth 
of oysters. The consumer is not paying as much per food unit for his 
butter, his cheese and his milk as he is for his beef, pork, eggs and 
oysters. 
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EDUCATIONAL SCORING TEST FOR BUTTER AND CHEESE. 

This work which was begun in connection with the other dairy work 
of the department in 1905, was continued during the year 1909 and 10. 
1,000 samples of butter and 288 samples of cheese were scored during the 
year by United States .Dairy Division experts. Samples were taken 
from each tub of butter entered during the year and analyzed in the 
department laboratory to ascertain the moisture and fat content. ^ This 
has furnished valuable data with regard to Michigan creamery butter 
in this particular, and is information well worth preserving. An in- 
si)ection of the results of this analysis will show that it was rare indeed 
that samples of our creamery butter were found which wete below the 
normal standard in fat, or exceeded the normal standard in moisture. 
On the whole, it is believed that this educational scoring has done much 
to improve the quality and increase the uniformity of Michigan cream- 
ery butter. 

cow TESTING ASSOCIATIONS. 

To the Dairy and Food Department of Michigan belong the credit of 
organizing the first co-operative cow testing association in America. Our 
interest in the matter came through Dairy Inspector, Helmer Rabild, 
who was familiar with the work of these associations in Denmark, from 
which source our ideas wei*e obtained. Since the organization of the first 
association in Fremont, in Newaygo county, in 1905, it is believed that 
the work has been placed on a substantial basis. It has not been the ob- 
ject of the I)epaii:ment to see how many associations could be founded, 
but rather through the successful operation of a few to convince the 
dairy fanner of the state of their great importance. At the close of the 
year ending July 1, 1910, we have five organizations in actual and suc- 
cessful operation. Two other associations were compelled to cease opera- 
tions because suitable men could not be procured to do the work. In 
fact, the lack of experts to carry on this work has prevented the depart- 
ment from organizing several other associations. 

The immediate l)euefits derived from the work of these associations 
are, the securing of data which enables the dairy farmer to know the 
economical production of each cow in his herd, thus enabling him to 
make selection for future work with accuracy. So far, the benefits de- 
rived from this source have been sufficient to amply pay the farme^ for 
all of the expense incurred in the operation of these associations. But 
the greatest value of the association is yet to come when the dairy farmer 
begins to receive benefits resulting from breeding none but profitable 
producing cows; it is believed that in the future the production of his 
herd will be greatly increased. It is also believed that the work of co- 
operation necessary in these organizations, will lead to community 
breeding. That is, all the members of a testing association will own the 
same breed of dairy cows, and when this time comes, then the means of 
testing dairy sires for prepotency may be as readily accomplished as we 
can now test the cows themselves. Such a practice must eventually in- 
crease dairy production in a marked degree. 
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INSPECTION OF COMMERCIAL FEEDING STUFFS. 

The sendees of one inspe(*tor almost eontinuall}', and 8e\'eral of the 
regular inspectore oceasionally, were required during the year for the 
collection of samples of commercial feeding stuffs found upon the 
markets of the state, and it required the services continually of one 
chemist in the laboratory to make the analyses of these samples. There 
were .collected and analyzed during the year 489 samples. 450 of these 
were found to conform to the guarantee of the manufacturer, 89 were 
found to be below the guarantee in one or more particulars. The result 
of these analyses was published in bulletin form and distributed 
throughout the stsite, thus enabling the purchasei's of commercial feed- 
ing stuffs to kliow the quality and feeding value of the goods they buy. 

BULLETINS. 

In addition to the publication of an anunal report, the department 
published a bulletin covering inspections, analyses and other work of the 
department during the year, of which more than 100,000 coi)ies were dis- 
tributed to the trade, to factories and othera interested. 

The work of the department in detail, including the financial statement 
is set forth in the Report; all of which is resi)ectfully submitted. 

COLON O. LILLIE, 
State Dairv and Food Commissioner. 
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LIST OF DAIRY MEETINGS FROM JULY 1, 1909, TO JUNE 30, 

1910. 

Rudyard, Chippewa county, July 1. 

Webbei'ville, lugham county, July 17. 

Birch Run, Saginaw county, August 4. 

Hesperia, Oceana county, August 18. 

Blissfield, Lenawee county, August 20. 

Jamestown, Ottawa county, August 25. 

Cheboygan, Cheboygan county, September 10. 

Lapeer, Lapeer county, October 29. 

Berrien Center, Berrien county, November 5. 

Brown Citv, Sanilac countv, November 27. 

Omaha, Neb., American Breedei's' Association,. December 6-8. 

Jenison, Ottawa county, January 6th. 

Ada, Kent county, January 7th. 

Grand Rapids, Kent count]^', January 14th. 

Burton, Shiawassee county, February 9th. 

Ijakeview, Montcalm county, February 10th. 

Holland, Ottawa county, February 12th. 

Salem, Washtenaw county, February 14th. 

Mulliken, Eaton county, February 14th. 

Pontiac, Oakland county, February 17th. 

Agnew, Ottawa county, Februarv 18th. 

Breckenridge, Saginaw county, February 19th. 

Corunna, Shiawassee county, February 21st. 

Ovid, Clinton county, February 25th. 

Elsie, Clinton county, February 26th. 

Orleans, Ionia county, March 1st. 

Fostoria, Tuscola county, ^farch lotli. 

Fenton, Genesee county, March 16th. 

Owosso, Shiawassee county, March 19th. 

New Hudson, Oakland county, March 26th. 

Walkerville, Oceana county, April 2nd. 

Berrien Center, Berrien county, April 15th. 

Bolton, Alpena county-, June 28th. 

Poeen, Presque Isle county, June 28th. 

Millersburg, Presque Isle county, June 29th. 

Onaway, Cheboygan county, June 29th. 

Tower, Cheboygan county, June 29th. 

Aloha, Cheboygan county, June 29th. 

Cheboygan, Cheboygan count}', June 29th. 

Indian River, Cheboygan county, June 29th. 

Wolverine, Cheboygan county, June 29th. 

Vanderbilt, Otsego county, June 29th. 

Gaylord, Otsego county, June 30th. 

Frederick, Crawford county, June 30th. 



12 STATE OF MICHIGAN. 

Grayling, Crawford county, June 30th. 
Horrigan, Crawford county, June 30th. 
Roscommon, Eoscommon county, June 30th. 
St. Helens, Roscommon county, June 30th. 
West Branch, Ogemaw county, June 30th. 
8tandish, Arenac county, June 30th. 
Pinconning, Bay count}', June 30th. 
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APIARY INSPECTION. 

To the Hon. Colon C. Lillie, State Dairy and Fooil Commissioner: 

I hereby submit to you, as provided by law, my annual report for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1910. 

During the year I visited 46 apiaries consisting of 670 colonies, of 
these I found 29 apiaries containing more or less diseased colonies 
amounting in all to 100 affected with American foul brood. Instructions 
w^ere given in all cases to the owners or care-takers on the proper methods 
of destroying those which it was not desirable to attempt to cure and 
of curing such as were in a condition, such as promised a fair prospect 
of a profitable cure. 

' I did not find it necessary to destroy any colonies myself, as that was 
generally gladly attended to by the owners when that was found neces- 
sary ; the onjy case of that nature I found it necessary to attend to per- 
sonally was the boiling of the combs and the scorching the inside of 
the hives of ten colonies of bees that had perished of foul brood the 
previous winter. The owner had n^lected and, in fact, refused to take 
care of the hives and combs, insisting tliat there was no such thing as 
foul brood and that his bees had nothing but what all bees have. 

Yerv truly yours, 

R. L. TAYLOR, 
Inspector of Apiaries. 



GENERAL INSPECTIONS. 

During the twelve months ending June thirtieth, 1910, the department 
in8i)ectors visited 8,435 dealers in food products within the state in- 
cluding grocery stocks, ice cream manufacturers and dealers, as well 
as bakeries, meat markets, restaurants, etc. They also inspected and 
reported on 555 creameries, 144 cheese factories, including skimming 
stations and milk depots, 376 farm dairies and made 431 city milk supply 
inspections. 



INSPECTIONS.— HOW REPORTED. 

Inspections of creameries, cheese factories, farm dairies and city milk 
supply are reported in the bulletins issued by the Department. By 
way of explanation the following pages are reprinted from a monthly 
bulletin. These bulletins, containing reports of inspections as shown 
on the pages reprinted, will be mailed to parties applying for same. 
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Inspection of 



Name. 



Berrien Co., Julj': 
NQes Creamery Co 
Caas Co., July: 



CasaopoliB Creamery- Co 

Dowagiac Oy. and Butter Co. 
Edwardsbesx Creamery Co — 
Marccllufl Creamer}' Co 



Eaton Co., Jiily: 
Mulliken Oeamcry Co , 
Ionia Co., July: 



darksville Creamer}', 

Nunneley, A. S 

Romander, N. G 



Jackson Co.. July: 
Maple HiU Creamer}' . 
Kalamasoo Co., July: 



Alamo Skim Station . 
Rivenide Oeamer}' . 



Kent Co., July: 

Boyland Creamery Co . 
Sparta Creamery Co . . 



Livingston Co., July: 
I*inckney Creamer}- Co , 
Mason Co., July: 

Alpha Creamery 

Mecosta Co., July: 



1«imo6, E. M 

RudeU, Mrs., Station 10. . 
Chippewa Lake Creamery 



Missaukee Co., Jul}': 

Falmouth Creamery Co . 
Lucas Oeamery Co 



Muskegon Co., July: 
Ravenna Creamery Co . 
Oceana Co., July: 

Hart Creamery Co 

Osceola Co. July: 



Location. 



Nilcs. 



CasBopolis . . . 

Dowagiuc 

Edwardsberg. 
Marcellus 



Mulliken 



Clarks^'iUe. 
Portland.. 
Saranac . . . 



Hanover . 



Alamo ... 
Galesburg . 



Grand Rapids. 

Sparta 



Pinckney 



Scottville. 



Banyton 

Biff Rapids .... 
Chippewa Lake 



Falmouth. 
Lucas 



Ravenna , 



airt. 



YA-tri Creamery Co. . 

Hersey Creamer}- 

liC Roy Creamer}' . . . 

Marion Creamer}* 

Reed City Creamer}- 
I'listin Creamer}- . . . . 



Kvart. . . . 
Hersey . . . 
LeRo}... 
Marion . . . 
Reed City 
Tuatin . . . 



Owner or manager. 



Carmi Smith. 



Herman Thomas . 
Geo. Shopbach . . 

Wm. Runkle 

L. W. Felker. . . . 



J. Mead 



J. Klooeterman.. 
A. S. Nunnelev. . 
N. G. Romander . 



Frank B. Dent. 



N.J.Whitney. 
F. 0. C>ofl86eld. 



John Boyland. 
H. A. Black . . 



E. F. Day. 



P. L. Lan-rencc. 



E. M. Lamoe 

J. L. Curtis 

Martiny & Jehnaen 



Cuper Dick . 
Dick Lucas . 



Ravenna 



E, S. Powers. 



Wm. Gaiivthrop. . 

F.& Smith 

1). B. Ketchum.. 
r. H. Keyworth. 
Alex Kehlert. . . . 
D. B. Ketchum . 



Yearly milk 
receipts, 
pounds. 



121,000 



Make 
butter, 
pounds. 



100,000 



90,000 



01.000 
117.000 
137.350 



50,145 



450,000 



75,000 



Sanitary 
surround- 
ings. 



120.000 



I 119,000 



Good... 

Good... 
Good... 
Good... 
FViir... 

Good... 

Fair... 
Good... 
Good... 

Crtwd... 

Fair... 
Good... 

Fair... 
Good... 

Good... 

Fair... 

Good... 
Good... 
Good... 

Good... 
Fair... 

Good... 

Good... 

Fair.. 
Good.. 
Good.. 
Good.. 
Good.. 
Good.., 
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Creameries. 









• 


Conditions of apparatus. 








Quality of milk. 


i 


Sample 
bottles. 




s 


.5 




;2 


Skim milk 
tank. 




E 

6 


• 
_B 




1 


(Jood.... 


Good.... 

Good.... 

Good 

Good.... 


Good... 

Good... 
Good... 


Good... 




Clean . . 

Gean.. 
Clean.. 
Gean.. 
Clean. . 


Clean . . . 

Clean . . . 
Clean... 
Clean.. . 


Gean . . . 

Gean... 
Gean.. . 
Gean... 


Good — 
Old 


Good... 


Good... 


Good... 

Good... 
Good... 
Good... 


92 


Good.. . 


Good... 




92 


rjood 






Fair.... 
Good.... 
Old 


Good... 
Good... 
Good... 

Good... 

Good... 
Good... 

New... 

Fair... 

Good... 
Good... 


Good... 
Good... 
Good... 




Good 




Good... 












91 


Good. . . 










Good... 






Good... 




93 


Good. .. 














. 


Fair.... 
Fme.... 


Good... 
Good... 


Fair.... 


91 


Good.... 
















91 


Good. .. 










Good... 






Good... 

Fair... 

Good... 
Good... 


\ 

Good... 

Good... 
Good... 


92i 
93 


Good. . . . 


Fair.... 
I'nplean. 


Good... 
Fair... 


Fair... 




Fair... 


Fair.... 
Fair.... 


Fair.... 
Unclean. 


Good.... 


Fair ... 


Good... 


■ 














Fme 


91 












Fair . . . 






90 


Good.... 


G(Mid. . . . 














Dirty... 






Fair... 


90 


(iood. . . . 


Good. . . . 


Good... 


Fine . . . 




Clean. . 




Good 


Good.... 

Fine — 

Fair.... 

Fine 

Good. . . . 

Gean... 
Gean.. . 


Good... 

Good... 

Good... 
Good... 
Good... 

Good... 
Good... 

Good... 

Good... 

Good... 


Good... 


91 


Good. . . . 






Clean. . 




Good... 




91 


Good. . 


New . . 






m 








Good... 
Good... 
Good... 


Good... 
Poor. .. 


90 


Good. . 


Poor 








Fine... 






(Jood. . . . 
















91 




Good... . 








Clean. . 






Good... 




Good 










Clean. . 






Good... 




90i 
93 


Good. . . . 


Good 




Good... 


Good... 
Good... 


Good... 




Good 


Good... 
New . . . 


Good... 


Good. . . . 


Good 










Fair.... 

Good.... 
Poor.... 
Gean . . . 
Good.... 
Fine... 
Fpir.... 


91 


Good. . . . 


Good 






New . . . 












93 


Good 










Good... 






Good... 






90 


Crtwd.... 


Good 








Clean. . 






Fair... 
Good... 
Good... 
Good... 


Fair . . . 




91 


Good.... 


Good 








Dirty.. 
Fine . . . 


Dirty . . . 




Good... 




90 


Good. . 














Good... 
Good... 


Fair... 


91 


Good. 


Good. .. 






Dirty . . 






90 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN. 



l7}sp€ction of 



Name. 



Clinton Co., July: 

Maple Rapids Cheese Factory . 

Gladwin Co., July: 

WasarviQe Dairy Co 

Gratiot Co., July: 

Ashley Cheese Factor>' 

Middleton Cheese Factory. . . . 

Ola Cheese Factory 

Perrinton Cheese Factory . . . . 

Hillsdale Co., July: 



.\ddiBon Factory 

Frontier Factory 

Bennett Cheese Factory. 

Locust Factory , 

So. Pittsford Factory... 
Banner Cheese Factory . . 
Likely Cheese Factory . . 

Treat Factory 

Ransom Factory 

Somerset Factcvy 

Waldron Cheese Factory . 
Wheatland Factory 



Ingham Co., July: 

Bell Oak Cheese Factory. . . . 
Cedar River Cry. and Cheese 

Faetoiy 

Bivins & Bennett Cheese Fac 



Lapeer Co., July: 

Cartwriisht,J. F. ASons. 

Lenawee Co., July: 

Lakeskle Cheese Factor^' . 

Medina Factory 

Onstead Factory 

Rome Center . 



Tipton Cheese Factory, 

Warsaw Factory 

Wolf Creek 



Livingston Co., July: 



I^den Cheese Co 

Michigan Creamery Co. 



Monroe Co., July; 

Gert Factory 

Oakland Co., July: 
Commerce Cheese Factory. 
Saginaw Co., July: 



Standard Cheese Co . 
Star Cheese Factory. 



Sanilac Co., July: 
Downington Cheese Factor^' 



Location. 



Maple Rapids . 



Wagarville. 



Ashley 

Middleton. . 

Ola 

P.errinton. . . 



Addison 

Frontier 

Hudson 

Hudson 

Hudson 

Quincy 

Likely Ccnuers 

Treat 

Ransom 

Somerset 

Waidron 

Wlieatland 



BeUOak. 



WebberviUe. . 
WHliamston. , 



aifford 



DeviTsLake.. 

Medina 

Onstead 

Rome Center. . 

T^ton 

Warsaw 

Wolf Creek... 



Anderson. 
Pinckney. 



Gert. 



Commerce . 



Birch Run. . . . 
Fhinkenmuth . 



Owner or manager. 



C.E. Rcist. 



W. Schlichter. 



G.Aldrich 

H. P. Fitspatrick. 

A. Wolf 

W. A. Dear 



Addnon Cheese Co. 

' Jaj. Oow 

O.F. Foster 

J. B. lioomis 

F.J.Dillon 

F.J.Dillon 

D.S. Likely 

B. I. Peebles 

Gleason Bros 

C. L. Gavis 

Gleason Bros 

M..C. Dowd 



E. M. Dewey, 

J. B. Gilbert . 
H. J. Bivins. 



Edward Cnrt^Tight . 



C.W. DuBois 

G. C. Colvin Si Son. 

L. R. Connor 

Riverside Co 

W. A. Beebe 

B.L. Peebles 

Stukey A, Coolcy . . 



Samuel Boyce. 
E. F. Day ... . 



Gilhouse & Emerson 



Mark Richardson . 



Wm. Block. 
J. Schellhas. 



Do^ington . . . Henry Muir 



Yearly 

milk 

receipts. 



892,686 



1,014.334 



1,7£0.000 
850,000 



500.000 



900.000 



408,000 



1,372,000 



400.000 



660,000 



1,082,226 



Make 
cheese. 



100.000 
90,850 



101,343 



179,000 



50.000 



90.000 



43,000 



140.000 



40.000 



68,000 



109.383 



SlNle. 



Michigan and Daisy 



Mich, and Young America 



Mich. chedd«,r daisv 

Mich, and soft Mien 

Michigan chedder 

Mich, and daisy 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

SoftMichi^n 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Michigan chcddar 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Soft Michigan 

Michigan 

Mich, and Mich. Cheddar 

Soft Michigan 

'if ichigan 

Michigan 

Michigan 

Mich, and chedder 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 
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Cheese Factories. 



Cheesemakcr. 



Sanitary 
surround- 
ings. 



C. E. Rcist . 



Alan Hoffman. 



GlcnAIdrich 

H. P. Fitipatrick. 

A. Wolf 

W. A. Dear 



Floyd Smith... 
Robt. Overly. • 
C. J. Douglas . . 
Gaude Famum. 

C. Pinkharo 

L. A. Downer . . 

M. Kime 

ChaA. Belcher . . 

A. J. Tew 

C. L. Davis 

Myron Capron.. 
M. C. Dj>wd. . . . 



Good. 



Good. 



Good. 
Poor. 
Good. 
Good. 



(>ood. 

Good. 

Fair. 

Fair. . 

Fair. 

Good. 

Good. 

Poor. 

Good. 

Good. 

Fair. 

P(K)r. 



E. M. Dewey I G<K)d.. 



J. E. Baker Good. 

E. W. Lewis Good. 



John Coverdiile Good, 



C. H. Dubois j Good. 

Fred Br>-an ' Fair . 

L. R. Connor Good. 

Poor. 

Poor. 

Good. 

Good. 



Fred Owen , . 
Will Delano.. 
G. B. Elliott 
H. A. Cooley. 



Robert Edwards. 
Bruce Schear 



Arthur Emerson I Fair . 



I 



Edward AUeQ Fair , 



Phfl Bluemlein ' Good. 

John Schellhas Gool. 



Hcnr>' Muir ( Good 




Good 2, clean 

Good 2, clean. 



2, clean...' 2 



3, clean. 



3, clean., 
2^ clean., 
2, clean. . 
2. dean.. 



2, clean.. 
2, clean. . 
2, clean.. 
2, clean.. 
2, dean.. 

1, clean.. 

2, clean. . 
2, fair. . . 
2, clean.. 

1. dean., 

2. dean.. 
2, clean.. 



2, dean.. 

2, clean.. 
1. clean.. 



1, clean. 

2, clean. 

3, dean. 
2, clean. 
2, dean. 
l,dean. 
1, clean. 



3, dean. 
2, clean. 



2, dean 



2 
1 
2 
2 



2 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 



2 
1 



3, clean... 2 



1 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 



2. dean...! 1 



l.dean. 



1 
2 



Yes. 



2 Yes. 



Yes. 



None 



None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 



None. 
None. 



None. 



None, 



None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 
None. 



None. . 



None. 



None. 
None. 



^ 




Fair ..... 


None 


Good 


None 


Good 


None 


Poor 


None 


Good 




Good 




Good 


None 


Undean. . 


None 


aean .... 


None 


Qcan 


None 


Clean 


None 


Clean 


None 


aean .... 


None 


Fair 


None 


Undean , . 


None 


Undean , . 


None 


Clean 


None 


Good 









Good. 

Good. 
Good. 



None. 



Good. 



12H.P, 



lOH.P 
12H. P, 
10 H. P. 
10 H. P. 



lOH. P, 
16H. P, 
15 H. P. 

6H.P. 

6H.P 
12 H. P. 

6H.P 

6H.P. 
12 H. P. 

6H.P 
15 H. P. 

6H. P. 



6H. P . 

40 H. P.. 
7H. P.. 



25H.P 



Clean 

(iood. 

Clean 

Clean. 

Clean 

Clean, 

Gean, 



Good. 



Good. 



Fair, 



Good. 
Good. 



Fair. 



None 

None 10 H. P. 

None ' 12 H. P. 

None I 10 H. P. 

None I 8H. P, 

None I 6 H. P . 

None I 15 H. P. 



None ! 14 H. P. 

I 30H.P. 



8H.P. 



6H.P 



' 12 H. P. 
I 12H. P, 



None 15H. P 



Quality of 
milk. 



Starter. 



Good I .Artificial. 



Fair, 



Good 

Poor 


Natural. 


Good 

Good 

Good 

Gassy. . . . 


Natural. 
.Artificial. 

Natural. 


Good..... 
Good 


Natural. 


Good 

Good 


Natural. 


Good 

Good 


Natural. 


Fair 1 


Good 

r»o<>d 

Fair 




Natural. 




Fair , Natural. 



0(Vk1. 
Fine. 



Fair I .Artificial. 



Good. 
Good. 
Crtiod. 
Good. 
Good. 
Good. 
Good. 



Good. 
Fair. 



Gasj>'. 



Natural. 



Natural. 



Artificial. 



Good. 



Good Artificial 



Good. 



Fair. 



.Artificbl. 



3 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN. 



Inspection of 



Name. 



Tuscola Co., July: 

D. M. McGlaflin 

Newaygo Co., August: 

W. B. Sippey 

Tuscola Co., August: 

J. B. Sanderson 

Van Burcn Co., Otober: 

Julius Campbell 

Ottawa Co., Noveiul)er: 

C. Bchrens 

Henry Bchrens 

Frank Brouwers 

Wm. Flipsy 

Ed. P. Ulberg 

John Hareman 

Herbert Youngekrijg 

Berrien Co., December: 

Chas. Lksenroier 

H. Youngs 

E.K. Warren T. . . 

Calhoun Co., Deceml)er: 

W. K. Adams 

J. R. Armstrong , 

Ed. Butler 

(\ Converse 

E. Evans 

Wm. Fnim , 

Frank Garret 

B. Haskins 

Clias. Maurcr , 

L.P00I 

A- J. Potter 

A- J. White 

J. M. Willison 

S. Woodworth 

Chas. Woodworth 

J. K. Bently 

H. Brown , 

Ed. Miller 

PowtU & Casey 

J. Umstead 

Macomb Co., December: 

R. Anderson 

Geo. A. True 

Chas. Hegen 



Poetoffice. 



Vassar . 



Bitely. 



Mayvillc. 



Gobleville , 



Hudson ville. 
Hudson ville. 
HudsonviUe. 
Hudsonvillc. 

Hudson villc. 

Jenison 

Jenison 



Niles 

Niles 

Three Oaks. 



Battle Creek. 
Battle Creek. 
Battle Creek. 
Battle CVeek. 
Battle Creek. 

Battle Creek. 

Battle Creek. 
Battle Creek. 
Battle Oeck 
Battle Creek. 

Battle Creek. 
Battle Creek. 
Battle Creek. 
Battle Creek. 
Battle Creek. 



Marshall. 
Marshall. 
Marshall. 
Marshall. 
Marshall. 



Armada 

Armada 

Kew Haven. 



Patron of. 



Am. Butter & Cheese Co . . . 



White Cloud Creamerj- 



Ma>Tille Clieesc &. Butter Co 



GobleN-ille Creamcr>' . . 



Bauer Creamerj' 

Bauer Crcamcr>' 

West Skimming Station 
Bauer Oeamer>' 



Bauer Creamer}- 

West Skimming Station , 
West Skimming Station 



H. Wurz 

H.Wurs 

Chicago University 



B. Haskins 

E. Marsh 

Johnson Milk Co. 

G. Wolfe 

Johnson Milk Co. 



G. Wolfe 



E. Marsh 

Peddle MQk 

Brown Crcamer>' 
G.J. Wolf 



Ash Bros 

Milk Producers. 

G.Wolfe 

Sanitarium . . . . 
Sanitarium . . . . 



E. A. Hoeltsel... 
Hoeltiel <Jb Bently 
K A. Hoeltsel.... 

E.M.Vogt 

E.M.Vogt 



o 



o 

3 
e2 



24 



75 



U 



7 
14 

7 
13 

11 

14 





9 
15 

78 



10 
5 
11 
22 
11 

13 

9 
15 

8 
15 

20 
13 
19 
30 
11 

60 
12 

n 

20 
4 



14 
50 

7 



^ 


^ 


^ 


a 


*i 


"S 


1 


1 

§9 


•s 


tl 


6 

S5 


5.9 


22 


400 


05 




6 


150 


14 




7 


50 


14 


100 


10 


110 


8 


125 


6 


50 




100 


7 


30 


12 


200 


67 




8 


160 


3 


70 


9 




15 




10 




11 


200 


8 


170 


11 




5 


90 


13 


190 


19 




10 




14 


290 


28 




11 


140 


35 


600 


10 




10 




16 


126 


4 




11 


210 


38 




6 


55 



Breed. 



Mixed..: 



Mixed. 



Mixed. 



Mixed. 



Jersey k Durham 

Holstein ft Jersey 

Jersey and Durham . . 
Durham, Jersey and 

Holstein 

Holstein and Jersey. . 
Holstein and Jersey . . 
Holstein and Jersey. . 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Hdstcin and mixed . . 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Durham 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 

Mixed 
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Farm Dairies 



Stable. 



Ration. 



Ventilaiion. 



Corn and barley 



Windows , 



Corn stalks, clover hay alfalfa, corn and oata ground. 



Pasture only 



Com fodder, hay, straw, com meal 

Enailace, hay, oats, cottonseed meal^ ^uten feed 

Hay, com fodder, straw, com, oats, linseed meal, bran . 

Hay, enailage, com, tntin, linseed meal 

Hay, com fodder, com meal, linseed meal, gluten feed. 

Hay, corn fodder 

Hay, com fodder, com bran, linseed meal 



Hay corn fodder, com meal 

Hay, com fodder, bran, co.-n meal 

Hay, silage, fodder com, bran, gluten, corn meal. 



Doors and windoii's. 



Open. 



None 

Windows , 
Windows . 

W^indows . 
Windows . 
Windows . 
Windowd . 



Open boaement. 
Open basement. 
Open space 



Cornstalks, hay, silage, corn and oat^ 

CorostallLi, hay, cotton seed 

Comatalks, hay, silage, bran, buckwheat, middlings , 

Cwnstalks, hay, com, Wley, bran 

Com^alka, hay, silage, malted feed 



Cornstalks hav, siLi^e, wheat, bran, corn meal, corn 

flakes 

Cora stalki, hay, silage, refuse from toasted com flakes. . 

Com stalks, hay, bran, corn and oata 

Cam stalks, hay, com ground and bran 

Com stalks, hay, silage, corn 



Cornstalks, clover hay, silage, bran, com flake refu5e . 

Cornstalks, hay 

Hay, silage, bran, refuse from toasted corn flnkes — 

Corastalla, hay, aHage, com and oats 

CcMiistalks, hay, silage, com and oats 



Klage, com foddo", cotton aeed and bran . 

Cornstalks hay, bran, com meal 

Cornstalks, hay, gluten, bran 

Silage, com fodder, hay, cotton seed meal. 
Corn /odder, hay, corn meal ^. . 



Cornstalks, clorer hay. cwn and oats 

Clover, silage, beet pulp, ^Juten, cotton seed. 
Cornstalks, liay, cam and oats 



Hav chute. 



Doors and hay chute. . 
Bam floor, hay chute . 
Bam floor 



Barn floor 

Hay chute 

Bam floor 

Hay chute 

S3o and hay chute. 



Hay chute. 
Bam floor. 
Hay chute. 
Hay chute. 
Barn floor . 



Open basement. 

None 

Open basement. 



All open. 



Doors and cracks. 

Opening 

None 



Light 



Yes.. 



X OOa • • • 



Fair . . 



No. 



Poor. . . 
PAor... 
Poor... 

les. . . 
Good... 
Fair . . . 
Poor. . . 



Fair. 

Yes. 

No.., 



Yes.. 

No..., 
Yea.. 
No. • . . 

X 08* • I 



Fair . . . 
Yes.... 
Fair.. . 
Fair . . . 
Fair . . . 

Fair . . . 
No 

X CSa • > > 
X QSa a > • 

Fair... 

Fair... 

No 

No 

Fair . . . 
No 

No 

Yes. . . . 
Fair. . . 






SB 

o 



Yes. 



X CD> * • 



Water. 



Spring. 



Tubular well. 



Yes. . . . Dri^-e wpU. 



Yes. . . . 
Fair . . . 

X 68. . • . 

Fine. . 

XOB» « ■ • 

Fair. .. 
Yes.... 



Fair.. 

X CBa • • 

No.... 



Yes. . , 
Yes. . 
Yes.., 
No. . . , 
Yes.. 



Clean. 
Fair.. 
Yes... 
Fair.. 
Fair.. 

X QBa ■ ■ 

X C8* • • 
X OBb • • 

Yea... 
Fair.. 

Yes... 

I 68a • • 

Yes... 
No.... 
Fair . . 



Yes... 
xes. . . 
Dirty., 



Well. 



Tubular well. 
Tubular well. 
Creek. 

Tubular well. 
Spring. 
Creek. 
Tubular well. 



Creek. 

Well and creek. 

Drive well. 



Drive well. 
Du^ well. 
Drive well. 
Drive well. 
Drive well. 



WeU. 
WeU. 

Drive well. 
Du|;well. 
Drive well. 

Well and spring. 
Drive well. 
Drive weD. 
Flowing well. 
Drive well. 

Tubular well. 
Drive well. 
Dive well. 
Tubular well. 
Drive well. 



Creek. 
Dug well. 
Dug well. 
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Inspection of City Milk Supply. 



Name. 



rnssoi)olis, July: 

Fred French 

Marquette, July: 

L. B. Benhard 

Cirl HanBen 

S. G. NeJson 

F. H. Vandenlx>oiTi , 



Petoskey, July: 

Peter Kniessell 
A. McDougal . . 
Wm. Notestine , 
W. L. Preston.. 



S. Robinson . . . 
E. J. Shanley. . 
W. H. Shanley. 
John J^>blinkey 

Pontine, July: 



C.S. KimlMvU 

C. B. Warren 

"\V. H. Williamson . 



Port Huron, July: 

r,. G. Boldwin .... 
Fred H. Beach.... 

P. C. B\Tne 

(}. H. French 

J. B. Gamble 

Wm. Hopps & S«in 
Wro. Howard 



Frank Kelch . . . 
Richard Kuehn . 
Wm. Routley . . , 

Fred Smith 

P. D. Veryser... 
Fred C Wright 

St. Josepl). July 



H. Egxart 

FredTiaat 

Fred Kosiwhhi, 
Herman Knuth 
Geo, Smith 



Bellevuc, August: 
Henry Osmund . . . 
Charlotte, August: 

F. H. Smith 

Holland, August: 



M. S. Blyker.. 
H. A. Brooka. 
G. Riemcrsma 
B. H. Schilter . 



5 




TS 




3 




1. 




hofh 
tectioi 




^R 




$H, 


s 


w 


a 


85 


95 


82 


87 


94 


86 


83 


84 


99 


98 


76 


65 


93 


92 


88 


75 


92 


82 


87 


85 


84 


85 


95 


89 


89 


89 


87 


73 


91 


89 


90 


92 


92 


89 


86 


76 


86 


83 


98 


99 


93 


90 


91 


83 


94 


59 


83 


79 


83 


86 


82 


79 


84 


77 


85 


79 


82 


85 


72 


60 


87 


72 


90 


90 


86 


77 


92 


86 


80 


80 


90 


80 


90 


79 


86 


77 


90 


90 


89 


83 



i 



a 

1.4 

1 = 



85 



88 
94 
92 
95 



90 
91 
91 
91 

89 
94 
94 
91 



89 
93 
93 



94 
89 
82 
96 
93 
87 
94 

87 
84 
91 
86 
87 
81 



81 
79 
89 
89 
93 



95 



95 



87 
93 
92 

87 



-o 

0) o 

O «J 

■4^ b 



s 



90 



88 
92 
81 
90 



86 
94 
88 
92 

94 
94 
95 
91 



90 
91 

86 



90 
91 
83 
97 
92 
93 
97 

92 
84 
86 
86 
90 
90 



92 
92 
92 
92 
90 



85 



85 



86 
85 

85 
88 



S 



«3 



90 



24 

62 

20 

100 



85 
90 
86 
86 

88 
88 
88 
91 



100 
94 
91 



99 
94 
92 
99 
90 
88 
99 

87 
72 
94 
79 
86 
88 



28 
58 
63 
66 
72 



87 



90 



77 
65 
75 
75 



-3 

o 



445 



369 
430 
360 
482 



396 
460 
428 
443 

443 
445 
461 
443 



439 
458 
442 



464 
436 
426 
489 
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STATE ANALYST'S REPORT. 



Hon. Colon C. Lillie, State Dairy and Food Commissioner, Lansing, 
Mich. 

Dear Sir: — I beg l«ave to snbmit for your consideration the follow- 
ing report concerning dairy and food products which have been ex- 
amined in the State Laboratory during the 3'ear of July 1, 1909, to 
June 30th, 1910, inclusive. In all, there have been 1,946 samples ex- 
amined, of which 661 have been condemned as not in conformity with 
the statutes of the state. An examination of the summary will dis- 
close to you, as is usually the case, that the greater number of samples 
examined have been milk and dairy products, including ice cream. The 
vigilance of the department has been exi>ended to a marked d^ee in 
the correction of the diflSculties incident to the marketing of dairy .pro- 
ducts, and in as much as dairy products are such staple articles of diet, 
it will be necessary that they shall continue to be subjected to the most 
careful scrutiny. 477 samples of ice cream were examined, of which 
a considerable portion, 219, were condemned as not up to the require- 
ments of the standard. In connection with the examination of ice 
cream, we have made some study of the sanitary quality of this product, 
and are convinced that much more attention than we have been able 
to give heretofore should be given to raise the sanitary grade of this 
product. In addition to the items covered by the summary, we have 
examined from time to time, the butter samples at the educational scor- 
ing contests conducted by this department, to ascertain the general con- 
dition of the butter marketed within the state. These results are given 
on another page of this report. 

During the past ye^ir, there have been employed on department work, 
four analysts in the laboratory besides myself. The work has been 
divided among these analysts as follows: One analyst has devoted his 
time exclusively to the regular examination of food products; one has 
spent his whole time on the analysis of commercial feeding stuffs and 
two have devoted their time almost exclusively to the examination of 
dairy products. The legislature of 1908-9 placed within the jurisdiction 
of this department a law for the inspection and control of drug pro- 
ducts within the state. While this law was made operative during the 
year of July 1, 1909, to June 30th, 1910, no appropriation was made 
available until the year beginning July 1, 1910. It was necessary dur- 
ing this time to arrange the laboratory force in such a way that active 
enforcement of the law could begin on July 1, 1910. With this in view, 
an analyst was obtained and began working in the department Janu- 
ary 1, 1910. In as much, however, as no appropriation was available 
from the drug law during the first six months, his work was confined 
to the analytical work relating to dairy and food products. On July 
1, 1910, this man b^;an active work on examination of drug products, 
as provided by law. Much preliminary work had been done during 
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the fii"st six months, from Jaimary 1. 1010, to July 1, 1910, so that 
promptly at the time the appropriation l)ecame available and the de- 
partment was warranted in expending: funds for the purpose provided 
by the drug law, the same went into effectual enforc*ement. 

It is not deemed necessary here to go into an elal)orate description of 
the work in the laboratory during the past year, in as much as the 
an.alytical i'ei>ort is here ap|)ended and will, to a large degree, speak 
for itself. Certain things, however, it is considereil desirable to call 
specifically to your attention. Undoubtedly, it will be observed that 
gradually during the last six years the exi)enses of this bi'anch of the 
department have been increasing. In this respect it should be borne 
^in mind that when the writer l>ecame connected with this department, 
the 1st of April, 1905, there was but one analyst employed in the lal)ora- 
tory, who oi^casionally had assistants of a per diem basis. There are 
now, as stated above, four analysts in the laboratory besides the writer, 
and the provisions which were ample in 1905 for the carrying on of the 
department work, fall very short of providing for the conditions as they 
exist at the present time. Previous to the enactments of the legislature 
in 1905, as a single example, there was no. commercial feeding stuffs 
act on the statute books of this state. The placing of such a law within 
the jurisdiction of this department made it necessary that, an additional 
analyst be employed. The time of this analyst has been occupied almost 
nntirely from the time of his employment to the present time, on the 
examination of commercial feeding stuffs, and if the work in this branch 
alone increases in the near future as it has in the past, it will be but 
a short time when it will be necessary to employ an assistant in this 
work. Likewise the general analysis of food products. To do the work 
as it should proijerly be done is now requiring the work of one man 
exclusively, and witliout doubt, assistance should \ye ])rovided in this 
branch of the work in the verv near future. We alreadv have two 
analysts working on the dairy products, such as butter, cheese, oleo- 
margarine, milk, condensed milk, etc., which makes no mention at all 
of tlie laboratory work of tlie State Analyst, w-hich, during the time he 
has at his disposal, consists of checking analytical work and in taking 
u[) problems of research connected with the laboratory work. It should 
be borne in mind in this connection that tlie department laboratory has 
long since passed the stage where it can accomplish its ])urpose under 
the statute, and do merely routine analyses of food products. The science 
of food adulteration, if it may be so called, has reached such a stage 
that many food products are made to i^^pond ingeniously to the ordi- 
nary tests to which they are subjected in the routine laboratory. If 
we ai"e to kee]) abreast of the times and ke<*p from the markets of the 
state this class of }>roducts, whicli we believe it is our duty to do, it is 
obvious that we must keei> continually at problems of research which 
will give us advance information on these new methods of adultera- 
tion. This requires care, time and skill, and it has been the policy of 
the chief of the laboratory to engage only such pei*sons as he believes 
are competent to do this work. This has necessitated the putting in 
operation of practically a system of civil service within the laboratory, 
and T beg to advise you, that fitness alone has l)een considered in mak- 
ing what appointments have heen made, and in the consideration of 
new appointments which have been suggested from the laboratorv in- 
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cident to the enforcement of the dnig act. We have ra}>idl.y outgrown 
the quarters in which we have been operating. The laboratory facilities 
in this building are, to say the least, by ho means adequate. It is very 
desirable, in fact, we feel it is imperative, that provision be made 
speedily for the quartering of the drug division of this laboratory. It 
should be kept in immediate connection with the remainder of the 
laboratory, but we think a separate room, if possible, should be pro- 
vided on this floor adjacent to our laboratory, where this work can 
he carried on. 

With the exception of the State Analyst and the Assistant Chemist, 
there is no direct provision in the law for the employment of other 
chemists. The work forced upon the department has made it neces- 
sary to employ others in the laboratory, as heretofore mentioned. These 
analysts have been given the technical title of "Clerk," because there 
is no other means by which their salaries can be paid. This should 
be corrected by the incoming legislature, so we may projDerlj^ employ these 
under the names to which they are entitled. It is quite humiliating to 
a iierson not to be recognized by the name to which his calling entitles 
liim, and to l)e designated as a clerk when he is a chemist and as a 
chemfst when he is a clerk, is neither fair nor right. Regarding the 
salaries which may be paid in these various lines of analytical work, I 
will say that we have l>een considerably hampered because of the fact 
that definite set salaries are provided by the law with reference to the 
laboratory workers. This should be changed so as to give us a little 
greater latitude in placing a reward for competent worl^. If the chemist 
makes a life work of his profession, it is (^rtainly due him that we 
should be able to recognize the value of his sen-ice by promotions and 
increases in salary, from time to time, as his services l)ecome more 
valuable to the state. If it is desirable to state a maximum limit be- 
yond which sahii ies shall not go, that may be satisfactory, but we should 
be given a sufficient latitude so that we may staii: an analyst in at a 
modest salary and by increases, from time to time, furnish some in- 
ducement for liim to devote his utmost energies to the service of the 
state. 

Much has been done in the past few yeiirs to systematize the technical 
work of the department, and we believe at the present time we have 
a system and a labonitory efficiency which will compare favorably with 
that in any department in the United States. The matters relating to 
the adjustment of salaries in the department laboratory, together with 
the proper recognition of the positions by law, are very urgent and 
we think should be attended to at the coming session of the legislature. 
Our plan in this matter would be to readjust the laboratory force in such 
a way that we may be given the opportunity to employ such assistants 
as in the opinion of the Dairy and Food Commissioner, the work war- 
rants. In this way, we may properly employ these men as Assistant 
(^hemists. 

I desire to repeat again a recommendation of former years that there 
should be placed in the State Library a working scientific library. It 
seems to me tliat the scientific work of the state is now on such a basis 
that we should be given recognition by placing upon the library shelves, 
books and periodicals which may be used for reference. I have called 
to your attention that the State Libran^ is verv deficient in this class 
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of literature. The department, from time to time, expends such money 
as it feels warranted, in purchasing books and periodicals. We feel 
that this should be, in the main, handled by the general library of the 
state and I. trust something will be done which will place scientific 
reference facilities at our disposal. 

The members of the laboratory desire to extend to you their 
deepest sympathy in the loss which you have sustained, and which the 
laboratory itself has sustained, in the death of the late commissioner, 
Arthur C. Bird. Words here cannot express our deep feeling in this 
matter. The writer himself, a very close friend of the late Mr. Bird, 
is deeply impressed with the personality of this man. I am glad here- 
with to say that the example of this man has been at all times uplift- 
ing, and his energy while connected with the department, was directed 
toward making our work at all times more interesting and effectual. 
Assuring you of our undivided interest and desire to co-operate with you 
in every way for the betterment of the dairy and food and drug pro- 
ducts within the state, and commending this to your earnest considera- 
tion, I beg to remain, 

Yours truly, 

FLOYD W. ROBISON, 

State Analyst. 
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SUMMARY.—Conc/udcd. . 
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1.285 
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ANALYSES OF SAMPLES. 



BUCKWHEAT FLOUR. 



No. 15738, S-625.— Sample of "Pure Buckwheat Ploui-." Manufacturer, 
Kainstein Bros., Lambs, Mich. Adulterated with Wheat Starch. 

No. 15964, N-714.— Sample of "Pure Buckwheat Flour." Manufac- 
turer, Alpena Boiler Flouring Mills, Alpena, Mich. Contains wheat 
flour. 

BUTTER, 

No. 14968, 1-740.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, A. H. Abenroth and 
'SiRTie Lawrence, restaurant, 65 Grand River Ave., Detroit. Sample is 
oleomarfz^arine. 

No. 15130, 1-751.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Eva Hovey, 159 Grand 
River Ave., Detroit. Sample is oleomargarine colored yellow in imita- 
tion of vellow butter. 

No. 15137, 1-756.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, J. H. Shackleton, 1282 
Michigan Ave., Detroit. Sample is oleomargarine colored yellow in 
imitation of yellow butter. 

No. 15139,* 1-754.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Charles Jacobs, U90 
Michigan Ave., Detroit. Sample is oleomargarine colored in imitation 
of yellow butter. 

No. 15284, 1-757.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Chris. Breisacher, 
Detroit. Sample is oleomargarine colored in imitation of yellow butter. 

No. 15319, Unofficial. — Sample of "Butter." Sample is I'enovated but- 
ter. 

No. 15340, 1-758.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, G. C. Butler, 170 
Randolph St., Detroit. Sample is renovated butter not properlv labeled. 

No. 15352, P-5.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Hotel Oxford, A. R. 
Sage, Mg., Detroit. Oleomargarine colored in imitation of yellow butter. 

No. 15354, 1-759.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, W. R. Dronberger, 
85 Elizabeth St., Detroit. Sample is renovated butter not properly 
labeled. * 

No. 15356, 1-760.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Joseph Cabanon, 3072 
Jefferson Ave., Detroit. Sample is oleomargarine not properly labeled. 

No. 15358, 1-762.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Ed. Horsman, 233 
Jefferson Ave., Detroit. Sample is oleomargarine colored in imitation 
of yellow butter. 

No. 15359, 1-763.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, John Burke, 261 Jef- 
ferson Ave., Detroit. Sample is oleomargarine not proi)erly labeled. 

No. 15361, 1-765.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Wm. Breashow, 124 
E. Lamed St., Detroit. Oleomargarine colored in imitation of yellow 
butter. 

No. 15375, 1-798.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Pohlman & Rilly, 158 
First St., Detroit. Sample is oleomargarine colored in imitation of yel- 
low butter. 

No. 15376, 1-799.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Wm. O'Conner, 195 
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]\ficlno^aii Ave., Detroit. Sample is oleomargarine colored in iniitation 
of vellow butter. 

No. 15444, S-619.— Sample of "Butter.^' Dealer, C. D. :\Ioebs & Co., 
(Berghoof restaurant), 14 Monroe Ave., Detroit. Sani])le is oleomar- 
garine. 

No. 15447, I-SOO.— Sample of ^^iutter.'' Dealer, S. J. liurke, 222^ 
Jefl'erson Ave., Deitroit. Sample is renovated butter. 

No. 15730, P-1 2.— Sample of "Butter." Jobber, Geo. Masrob, 183 
Grand River Ave., Detroit, Mich. Sample is oleomargarine ai'tifieially 
colored. 

No. 15748, 1-824.— Sample of *^I^utter.'' Dealer, Andrew Rodman, 
1124 McKinley Ave., Detroit, Mich. Sample is i-enovated butter. 

No. 15883. — Unofficial. Sample of "Butter." Sample is oleomargarine. 

No. 15930, P-1 6.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Win. C. Ten E.vck, 
371 Michigan Ave., Detroit, ^lich. Sample is oleomaT*garine artificially 
coloi'ed in imitation of. vellow butter. 

No. 16002, P-18.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Wm. J. Bradshaw, 
142 Larned St., Detroit, Mich. Sample is oleomargarine colored in 
imitation of yello>v butter. 

No. 16003, 'P-19.— Sample of "Butter." Dealer, Kerwicki & Jauisiscki, 
170 Gratiot Ave., Deti*oit,' Mich. Sample is oleomargarine. 

No. 16042, Unofficial. — Sam[>le of "Butter." Sample is oleomargarine 
artificially coloi'ed. 

No. 16063, S-648.— Sample of "Butter." J. J. Graham, (Hotel 
Graham), Lapeer, ^fich. Sami)le is oleomargarine; no^ sign in dining 
room. 

No. 16098, P-20.— Sample of "Butter." Jobber, Alfonzo Hart, 168 
Michigan Ave., Detroit, Mich. Sample is oleomargarine colored in 
imitation of yellow butter. 

No. 16196, L-854. — Sample of **Butter." Dealer, Ijestei* Ferguson, De- 
troit, Mich. Sample is i-enovated butter. 

No. 16357, P-22.— Sample of "Butter." Jobber, Alonzo L. Hart, 168 
Michigan Ave., Detroit, Mich. Sample is oleomargarine colored artifi- 
cially in imitation of yellow butter. 

No. 16576, S-680.— Sample of "Butter." Duimnt Bros., (Dui>ont 
Hotel) Mai'ine Citv. Mich. Sample is oleomarganne ; no sign displayed. 

No. 16609, P-29.'— Sample of "Butter." Fi-ed Catlidge, (Restaurant), 
36 Woodward Ave., Detroit, ^lich. Sample is oleomargarine sold for 
butter. 

CATSUP. 

No. 14600. Unofficial.— Sample of "Tomato €atsup." Sample con- 
tains bc^nzoate of soda not stated on label. 

No. 15329, S-609.— Sample of "Compound Catsup (Union Brand)." 
Manufacturer, Union (^atsup (^o., Chictigo, 111. Sample contains sacchar- 
ine. 

CORN SYRUP. 

No. 15030, T-743.— Sample of "Corn Syrup." Manufacturer, L. Y. 
Rohr, 6 Labrosse St., Detroit. Formula not in i)roper size type. 
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EXTRACTS. 



No. 13616, S-313. — Sample of "Acme Terpeneless Lemon Flavor." Job- 
ber, liemon & Wheeler Co., Grand Rapids. Not up to standard. 

No. 13661, 1-509.— Sample of "Pure Extract Lemon" (H. Brand). 
Manufacturer, Horton-Cato Mfg. Co., Detroit. Not up to standard. 

No. 13711, M-3.— Sample of "Extract Lemon" (Eclipse Brand). Manu- 
facturer, Eclipse Extract Co., Cleveland, O. Not up to standard. 

No. 13762, Unofficial. — Sample of "Lemon Extract." Below standard 
in oil of lemon. 

No. 14733, W-370.— Sample of "Lemon Extract." Manufacturer, B. 
A. Bailton, Chicago, 111. Not up to standard. 

No. 15205, N-697. — Sample of "Terpeneless Lemon Flavor" (Magnolia 
Brand), Jobber, Petoskey Grocery Co., Petoskey. Improperly labeled. 

No. 15454, X-223. — Sample of "Lemon Extract." Manufacturer, D. J. 
Stewart, 4424 Union Ave., Chicago, 111. Not up to standard. 

No. 15032, 1-745.— Sample of "Flavor of Vanilla" (A Compound). 
Manufacturer, Horton-Cato Co., Detroit. Not properlv labeled. 

No. 15054, 1-748.— Sample of "Extract of Vanilla and Tonka." Manu- 
facturer, T. H. Johnson, Detroit. Sample is artificially colored and con- 
tains added vanillin 

No. 15055, 1-749.— Sample of "Extract of Vanillin and Coumarin" (P. 
& S Brand). Manufacturer, Frank Tea and Spice Co., Cincinnati, O. 
Not properlv labeled, besides artificially colored. 

No. 15467, W-296.— Sample of "Compound Vanilla" (Artificial). 
Manufacturer, The Black Drug and Chemical Co., Akron, 0. Not prop- 
erlv labeled; artificially colored. 

No. 15471, W-400.— Sample of "Extract of Vanillin and Coumarin" 
(W. S. K. Brand )» Dealer, W. S. Knapp, Monroe, Mich. Not properly 
labeled. 

No. 15501, 1-801.— Sample of "Maple Flavor 'Crystal Mapo.' " Manu- 
facturer, Western Maple Syrup Co., Los Angles, Cal. Should be labeled 
as an "Imitation Maple Flavor." 

No. 14511, S-437.— Sample of "Flavoring Compound (Golden Rule 
Brand)." Manufactured by Citizens Wholesale Supply Co., Columbus, 
O. Sample contains practically no vanilla bean extract; not true to 
statement. 

No. 15455, X-224.— Sample of ^^anilla Extract (Badger Brand)." 
Manufacturer, D. J. Stewart, 4424 Union Ave., Chicago, 111. Sample con- 
tains artificial color in part. 

No. 15768, 1-825.— Sample of "Belle Isle Lemon Flavor." Manufac- 
turer. The Imperial Mfg. Co., Detroit, Mich. Below standard in lemon 
stren*^th. 

No!* 15769, 1-826.— Sample of "Belle Isle Vanilla Flavor." Manufac- 
turer, The Imperial Mfg. Co., Detroit, Mich. Contains added artificial 
color. 

No. 16039, 1-841.— Sample of "Special Pure Lemon." Jobber, Schom- 
doi-fer & Eberhard, Cleveland, Ohio. Sample is not equivalent to a 
5% lemon extract. 

No. 16151, 1-849.— Sample of "Vanola & Tonkola (X. L. C. R. Brand)." 
Manufacturer, The Schorndorfer & Eberhard Co, Cleveland, Ohio. Not 
properly labeled. 

5 
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' No. 16152, 1-850.— Sample of "Roulo's Extract of Vanillin & Coumar- 
in." Manufacturer, The Frank Tea & Spice Co., Cincinnati, O. Not 
properly labeled. 

No. 16252, S-635.— Sample of "Vanilla Extract (Library Brand)." 
Manufacturer, T. H. Johnson, Detroit, Mich. Sample is not a true 
vanilla extract. 

No. 16254, S-649.— Sample of "Puritan Flavor Banana imitation.'" 
Manufacturer, Central Mfg. Co., Iowa City, Iowa. An imitation extract 
not properly labeled. 

No. 16255, S-650.— Sample of "Puritan Flavor Pineapple 'Imitation.' " 
Manufacturer, Central Mfg. Co., Iowa City, Iowa. An imitation extract 
not properly labeled. 

No. 16256, S-651.— Sample of "Puritan Strawberry 'Imitation.' " 
Manufacturer, Central Mfg. Co., Iowa City, Iowa, An imitation extract 
not properly labeled. 

No. 16263, S-661.— Sample of "Double Extract of Lemon." Manufac- 
tiu-er, C. B. Woodworth Sons Co., Rochester, N. Y. Sample is not equiva- 
lent to a 5% lemon extract. 

No. 16425, 1-858.— Sample of "Vanola & Tonkola," Manufacturer, 
Schomdorfer & Eberhard, Cleveland, Ohio. Improperly labeled. 

No. 16435, W-408.— Sample of "Lemon Extract (W. Brand)." Manu- 
facturer, Wixon Spice Co., Chicago, 111. Sample is below standard in 
citral; not correctly labeled. 

No. 16485, S-663. — Sample of "Perrigo's Extract Lemon." Manufac 
turer, L. Perrigo Co., Allegan, Mich. Sample below standard in lemon 
oil. 

No. 16574, 1-860.— Sample of Extract of Vanillin & Coumarin (Capital 
Brand)." Jobber, Frank P. Zimmer, 1118 Bellevue Ave., Detroit. A 
mixture or compound improperly labeled. 

FRUIT. 

No. 15598. Unofficial.— Sample of "Currants." Not cleaned cur- 
rants. 

No. 16492, S-669.— Sample of "Apricots (Yosemite Brand)." Jobber, 
Judson Grocery Co., Grand Rapids, Mich. Manufacturer's name and 
address not on package. 

ICE CREAM. 

No. 14425. Unofficial. Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard in fat; 
a frozen milk and that apparently partlyskimmed. 

' ' *n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 



No. 14426, 1-615.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

l^o. 14427, S-416.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

No. 14429, S-418.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

No. 14430, S-419. — Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

No. 14433, S-421.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

No. 14434, 1-616.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

No. 14435, 1-617.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

No. 14439, S422.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

No. 14440, S-423.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

No. 14442, N-612.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

No. 14443, N-613.— Sample of "Ice Ci-eam." Below standard 
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No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 

No. 

No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 

No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 



4444 
4445 
4480 
4483 
4486 
4487 
4489 
4499 
4500 
4501 
4503 
4505 
4509 
4512 
at. 



4556 
4557 
4507 
4568 



artificially 
4570 
4571 
4572 
4573 
4574 
4577 
4579 
4580 
4581 
4583 
4587 
4584 
4588 
4591 
4592 
4593 
4595 
4596 
4597 
4606 
4613 
4618 
4618 
4621 
4635 
4640 
4641 
4644 
4645 
4646 



N-614. 

N-615.— 

S-425. 

S-428.- 
Lr945. 



L-946.— 
N-616. 
N-622. 
N-623. 
N-624. 
S-432.— 
S-434.- 
S-435.- 
UnofBc 



Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
-Sample of "Ice 
Sample of "Ice 
ial. — Sample of 



Cream." 
Ci-eam." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Oeam." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
"Ice Ci'ea 



Below standard in milk fat. 



Below standard 
Below standard 



n milk fat. 
in milk fat. 



Below standard in milk fat. 



Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 



Below standard 

Below standard in milk fat. 

Below standard in milk fat. 

m." Below standard in milk 



n milk fat. 
n milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 



Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 



S-438.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-439.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
8-440.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-441.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-442. — Sami>le of "Ice Cream." Below standard in 
1-660. — Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard in 
flavored and colored in imitation of strawberry 
1-661. — Sample of "I(*e Cream." Below standard in 



1662.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-663.— Sampk- of "Ice Cream." 
S-443.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-444.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-447.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-449.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-450. — Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-451.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-453.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-664.- Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-454. — Sample of "Ice Crefim." 
1-665.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1666.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-667.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-668.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-671.— Sample of "Ic^ Cream." 
1-672.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-673.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-457. — Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-675.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-459.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-46().— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
I-68:j.— Sample of "Ice Oeam." 
N-626.— Sample of ''Ice Cream." 
W-364,— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
W-365.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
N-629.— Sample of "Ice Ch-eam." 
S462.— Sample of "Ice (^ream." 
S-463.— Sample of "Ice (Yeam." 



Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below sttindard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
I^loAV standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below- standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
. Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 
Below standard in 



milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat; 


• 

milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. ' 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 


milk fat. 
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Xo. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 



14647, 

14648 

14649 

14651 

14652 

1465:^ 

14654 

14656 

14658 

14669 

14670 

14671 

14672 

14676 

14677 

14678 

14687 

14709 

14718 

14724 

14726 

14728 

14729 

14730 

14731 

14736 

14737 

14738 

14740 

14741 

14743 

14744 

14745 

14766 

14772 

14777 

14778 

14779 

14780 

14781 

14782 

14784 

14788 

14789 

14791 

14793 

14794 

14795 

14796 

14797 

14798 

14800 



S-464.— Sample of 'vice Cream.'' 
8-465.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-466.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
^-468.— Sample of "Ice Ci-eam." 
S-369.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-470.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-471.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-693.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-695.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-472.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-472.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-474.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-475.— Sample of "Ice CreaiiL" 
W.368.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
W-369.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1.706.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-477.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
1-723.— Sample of "Ice Cream," 
1-726.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-478.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-480.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-482.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
8-483.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-484.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-485.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
W-373.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S487.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-48S.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
8-490.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-491 .—Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-493.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
S-494.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 



BeloAv standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below stJindard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below^ standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
P^low standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 



S-495.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

A-3. — Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard in 

W-377. — Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard 

W-382.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

N-631.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

N-632.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

N-633.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

N-634.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

N-63o.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

N-637.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

N-641.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

N-642.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

N-644. — Sami)le of "Ice Cream." 

S-49().— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

S.407 .—Sample of "Ice Cream." 

S-49S.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

S-499.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

S-50().— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

S-501.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

S-50:j.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 



Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below^ standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 



n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat. 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


in mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


JL mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


in mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n nii 


Ik fat. 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


in mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


in mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat, 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat. 


milk 


fat. 


in mi 


Ik fat. 


in mi 


Ik fat 


in mi 


Ik fat 


in mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat. 


n mi 


Ik fat 


in mi 


Ik fat 


in mi 


Ik fat 


m mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat. 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat 


n mi 


Ik fat. 


n mi 


Ik fat 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 



37 



No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 

No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 

No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
No. 



14801 
14803 
14804 
14823 
14825 
14826 
14827 
14828 
14829 
14831 
14832 
14833 
14835 
14837 
14838 
14839 
14840 
14842 
14843 
14844 
14846 
14847 
14848 
14851 
14881. 
fat. 
14884, 
14885, 
14992, 
14903, 
14909, 
14910, 
14911, 
14913, 
14927, 
14928, 
14929, 
14931, 
14932, 
14933, 
14947. 
fat. 
.14958, 
14964, 
14990, 
14992, 
14993, 
14994, 
14995, 
14997, 
14998, 
15000, 



S-504.— Sample of "Ice 
S-506.— Sample of "Ice 
S-507.— Sample of "Ice 
S-508.— Sample of "Ice 
S510.— Sample of "Ice 
S-511.— Sample of "Ice 
S-512.— Sample of "Ice 
S-513.— Sample of "Ice 
S-514.— Sample of "Ice 
S-516.— Sample of "Ice 
S-517.— Sample of "Ice 
S-518.— Sample of "Ice 
N-647.— Sample of "Ice 
N-649.— Sample of "Ice 
N-650.— Sample of "Ice 
N-651.— Sample of "Ice 
N-652.— Sample of "Ice 
N-654.— Sample of "Ice 
N-655.— Sample of "Ice 
S-519.— Sample of "Ice 
S-521.— Sample of "Ice 
S-522.— Sample of "Ice 
S-523.— Sample of "Ice 
N-657.— Sample of "Ice 
Unofficial. — Sample of 

S-526.— Sample of "Ice 
S-527.— Sample of "Ice 
N-678.— Sample of "Ice 
S-679.— Sample of "Ice 
S-535.— Sample of "Ice 
S-536.— Sample of "Ice 
S-537.— Sample of "Ice 
S-539.— Sample of "Ice 
S-544.— Sample of "Ice 
S-545.— Sample of "Ice 
S-546.— Sample of "Ice 
A-17. — Sample of "Ice 
A-18.— Sample of "Ice 
A-19.— Sample of "Ice 
Unofficial. — Sample of 



Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 



Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in. milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 



n milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk faf. 



"Ice Cream." Below standard in milk 



Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 

Cream." 



Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 



"Ice Cream." Below standard in milk 



N-688.— Sample of "Ice 
N-694.— Sample of "Ice 
S-548.— Sample of "Ice 
S.550.— Sample of "Ice 
S-551.— Sample of "Ice 
S-552.— Sample of "Ice 
S-553.— Sample of "Ice 
S-555.— Sample of "Ice 
S-556.— Sample of "Ice 
S-558.— Sample of "Ice 



Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Cream." 
Ci^eam." 
Cream." 



Below 
Below 
Below 
Below 
Below 
Below 
Below 
Below 
Below 
Below 



standard 
standard 
standard 
standard 
standard 
standard 
standard 
standard 
standard 
standard 



in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
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Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 
Below standard 



in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 
in milk fat. 

n milk fat. 

n milk fat. 



No. 15026, 1-741.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15042, S-559.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15043, S-560.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15046, S-563,— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15047, S-564.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15057, S-565.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15059, S-567.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15060, S-568.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No.. 15063, S-571.— Sample of "Ice Ci^m." 
No. 15064, S-572.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15085, S-574.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15091, S-578.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 1509.1, S-582.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15098, S-.585.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15175, S-588.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15178, S-591.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15181, S-594.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15182, S-595.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15183, S-596.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15184, S-597.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15188, S-601.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15439. Unofficial.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard in milk 
fat. 

No. 15576. Unofficial.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard in 

milk fat. 
No. 15587, Y-385.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15606, H-1239.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 15607, H-1240.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16351, L-952.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16352, Lr953.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16465, T-2256.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16466, T-2257.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16467, T-2258.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16475, H-1326.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16476, H-1327.- Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16535, S-677.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16543, W-411.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16546, W-414.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16562, H-1342.— Sample of "Ice (^ream." 
No. It).i82, \V-424.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16585, W-427.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16()31, W-437.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16633, W-439.— Sample of "Ice (^ream." 
No. 16634, \V-440.— Sain])le of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16635, W-441.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16636, W-442.— Sam])le of "Ice Q^am." 
No. 16649, W-445.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 
No. 16658, H-1374.— Sample of "Ice Ci-eam." 
No. 16660, H-1376.— Sample of "Ice Ci-eam." 
No. 16662, Iv-955.— Sample of "Ice Cream." 

and contains starch. 
No. 16696, W-451.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard in milk fat. 



Below standard in milk fat 
Below standard in milk fat 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
B^low standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
lielow standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat. 
Below standard in milk fat 
Below standard in milk fat^ 
Below standard in milk fat 
Below standard in milk fat 
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No. 16702, W457.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard in milk fat. 
No. 16708, H-1380.— Sample of "Ice Cream.'^ Below standard in milk fat. 
No. 16714, W-458. Sample of "Ice Cream-" Below standard in milk fat. 
No. 16715, W-459.— Sample of "loe Cream." Below standard in milk fat. 
No. 16718, W-462.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard in mjlk fat. 
No. 16749, H-1386.— Sample of "Ice Cream." Below standard in milk fat. 

JAMS, JELLIES^ PRESESBVES, ETC. 

No. 14776, W-381.— Sample of "Jam" (Fort Henry Brand). Manu- 
facturer, McMecben Preserving Co., Wheeling, W. Va. Imitation jam, 
artificially colored. 

No. 15081, 1-744.— Sample of "High Grade Compound Jam— Pine- 
apple" (Cedar Valley Brand). Manufacturer, New Wooster Preserving 
Co., Wooster, Ohio. An imitation fruit jam, not properly labeled. 

No. 15326, S-605.— Sample of "Parker House Jam.""^ Manufacturer, 
McMechen Preserving Co., Wheeling, W. Va. Imitation fruit jam, arti- 
ficially colored. 

No.' 15427, W-394.— Sample of "Jelly" (Fort Henry Brand). Manu- 
facturer, McMechen Presening Co., Wheeling, W. Va. An' imitation 
jelly, artificially colored. 

No. 15441, S-615.— Sample of "Jelly" (Fort Henry Brand). Manu- 
facturer, McMechen Preserving Co., Wheeling, W. Va. An imitation 
jelly, artificially colored. 

No. 15468, W-397.— Sample of "Jam" (Parker House Brand). Manu- 
facturer, McMechen Preserving Co., Wheeling, W. Va. An imitation 
fruit jam, artificially colored. 

No. 15053, 1-747.— Sample of "Fruit Jam (Cadillac Brand)." Manu- 
facturer, Williams Bros. Co., Detroit, Mich. Imitation fruit jam, not 
true to formula- 
No. 15442, S-616.— Sample of "Fruit Presences (Duchess Brand)." 
MaLnufacturer, John Boyle & Co., Baltimore, Md. Imitation fruit pre- 
serves, artificial Iv colored. 

No. 16153, 1-851. — Sample of "Glucose Strawberry Preserves (Eclipse 
Brand)." Manufacturer, The Schomdorfer & Eberhard Co., Cleveland, 
Ohio. A glucose mixture, artificially colored. 

No. 16156, 1-854. — Sample of "Strawberry Apple Juice, Sugar and 
Corn Syrup Jam (Howard Brand)." Dealer, Library Tea Store, 55 
Gratiot Ave., Detroit, Mich. Not properly labeled; name and address 
of manufacturer not given. 

No. 16195, S-659.— Sample of "Imitation Jelly (Comet Brand)." 
Manufacturer, McNeil & Higgins Co., Chicago, 111. Imitation jelly, 
artificially colored. 

No. 16489, S-666. — Sample of "Imitation Raspberry Preserves (Union 
Brand)." Jobber, Steele- Wedeles Co., Chicago, 111. Iniitation fruit pre- 
serves, artificially colored. 

LARD. 

N. 16065, S-652.— Sample of "Lard (Rosebud)." Manufacturer, Mor- 
ris & Co., Chicago, 111. Not pure lard. 

No. 16097, N-717.— Sample of "Lard Substitute." Dealer, Alice R. 
Curtis, Omer, Mich. Not stamped. 
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No. 16426, P-24.— Sample of "Pure Lard." Dealer, Arthur Saels, 447 
Oraiid River Ave., Detroit, Mich. Not pure lard; contains beef fat. 

No. 16429, P-27. Sample of "Pure Lard." Manufacturer, Thos. Bar- 
ium & Sons, 354 Grand River Ave., Detroit, Mich. Not pure lard; cod- 
tains beef fat. 

MAPLE SYEUP. 

No. 15193. UnoflBcial. — Sample of "Maple Syrup." Not a pure maple 
«yrup. 

No. 15870. Unofficial. — Sample of "Maple Syrup." Not pure maple 
syrup. 

No. 16254, S-662.— Sample of "Michigan Sap Maple Syrup." Manu- 
facturer, Geo. B. Wright, Eaton Rapids, Mick Not pure maple syrup. 

MAPLE SUGAR. 

No. 16298, U-266.— Sample of "Maple Sugar." Manufacturer, Ed Lee, 
Hancock, Mich. Not pure maple sugar. 

MEAT. 

No. 15052. Unofficial. — Sample of "Meat." Meat badly decomposed, 
hence unwholesome. 

No. 15582, N-708.— Sample of "Fresh Pork." Dealer, Bert G. Hart- 
man, Roscommon. Tainted meat unfit for food. 

No. 15590, L-950.— Sample of "Hind Quarter of Beef." Dealer, Elmer 
E. Wells, Allegan, Mich. A diseased and infected animal substance. 

No. 15591, L-951.— Sample of "Head of Cow." Dealer, James Cronk- 
liite, Allegan, Mich. A diseased and infected animal suhetance. Dis- 
^aae, actinomycosis. 

No. 15722. Unofficial. — Sample of "Turkey Liver." Turkey liver 
tubercular and carcass of fowl unfit for food. 

No. 15951. Unofficial. — Sample of "Beef." Sample unwholesome due to 
decomposition. 

No. 16300. Unofficial. — Sample of "Jaw of Cow." Animal carcass dis- 
eased, actinomycosis. 

MILK. 

No. 14380, T-1419.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14383, T-1422.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in soHds. 

No. 14383, T-1423.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14399, T-1438.— ^Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14400, T-1439.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in fat, partly 
skimmed. 

No. 14402, T-1441.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14403, T-1442.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 14404, T-1443.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 14417, T-1456.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids, 
watered. 
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No. 14418, T1457.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids, 
watered. 

No. 14431, F-144.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14446, T-1462.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14447, T-1463.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14452, T-1468.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14454, T-1470.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat, partly skimmed. 

No. 14459, T-1475. — Sample of "Milk.'^ Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14460, T-1476.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14464, T-1480.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 50% added water. 

No. 14465, T-1481.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 50% ^dded water. 

No. 14507, F-145.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14526, 1-626.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14527, 1-627.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 14534, 1-634.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14535, 1-635.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14536, 1-636.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains small amount of added water. 

No. 14551, T-1495.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14552, T-1496.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14553, T-1497.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14554, T-1498.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14585, F-1 46.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14586, F-1 47.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14610, F-148.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14611, F-149.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14631, F-150.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 14632, F-151.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 14633, F-152.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added wafer. 

, No. 14634, F-153.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 14707, H-1212.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 14711, F-156.— Sample of "Milk." (Two samples.) No. 1 below 
standard in solids and fat. Not a satisfactory sample. 
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No. 14722, F-157.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14723, F-I08.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14752, T-1 544.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains a small amount of added water. 

No. 14768, F-159.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains a small amount of added water. 

No. 14858, H-1214.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 14862, H-1218.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 14861, H-1217.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in fat. 

No. 14863, H-1219.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14891, F-160.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14892, F-161.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14924, H-1561.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14935, F-163.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 14939, H-1221.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 14940, H-1222.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 14966, F-164.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14967, F-167.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14976, F-168.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14977, F-169.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14978, F-170.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains a small amount of added water. 

No. 14979, F-171.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14980, F-172.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14981, F-172.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14982, F-174.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14983, F.-l 75.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14984, F-176.— Samjjle of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 14985, F-177.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids ancT 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 14986, F-178.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 
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No. 15007, T-1569.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in .solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 15082, 1^948.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 15083, L-949.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 15110, T-1600.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15129, T-1619.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 15146, T-1623.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 15156, T-1633.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15157, T-1634.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No 15162, T-1639.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 15168, T-1645.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 15172, T-1649.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15195, T-1650.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15196, T-1651.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 15256, T-1707.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 15257, T-1708.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 15271, T-1717.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15294, E-16.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15295, E-17.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 15305, T-1723.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 15324, E-18.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains at least 40% added water. 

No. 15331, E-19.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 40% added water. 

No. 15523, H-1227.— Sample of "Milk." Sample is skimmed milk. 

No. 15528, T-1802.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 15618. Unofficial. — Sample of "Milk." Below standard and con- 
tains added water. 

No. 15619, T-1844.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 17% added water. 

No. 15621, T-1846.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 50% added water. 
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Below standard in solids and 
Below standard in solids and 
Below standard in solids and 
Below standard in bolids and 
Below standard in solids and 
Below standard in solids and 
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No. 15622, T-1847.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat; contains about 40% added water. 

No. 15623, T-1848.— Sample of "Milk." 
contains about 10% added water. 

No. 15624, T-1849.— Sample of "Milk." 
contains about 16% added water. 

No. 15626, T-1851.— Sample of "Milk." 
contains about 17% added water. 

No. 15627, T-1852.— Sample of "Milk." 
contains about 16% added water. 

No. 15628, T-1853.— Sample of "Milk." 
contains about 9% added water. 

No. 15629, T-1854.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 40% added water. 

No. 15630, T-1855.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 16% added water. 

No. 15631, T-I8551/2.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids 
and contains about 10% added water. 

No. 15632, T-1856.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat. 

No. 15633, T-185)7.— Sample of "Milk." 
contains about 10% added water. 

No. 15634, T-1857Vo.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids 
and fat and contains about 16% added water. 

No. 15636, T-1859.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 20% added water. 

No. 15638, T-1861.— Sample of "kilk." Below standard in solids 
and contains about 11% added water. 

No. 15639, T-1862.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 20% added water. 

No. 15640, T-1863.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat Jind contains about 43% added water. 

No. 15641, T-1864.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 45% added water. 

No. 15642, T-1865. — Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 58% added water. 

No. 15643, T-1866.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 40% added water. 

No. 15644, T-1867.~-Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 64% added water. 
. No. 15645, T-1868.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 44% added water. 

No. 15646, T-1869.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 26% added water. 

No. 15647, T-1870.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 32% added water. 

No. 15648, T-1871.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 36% added water. 

No. 15649, T-1872.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 24% added water. 

No. 15650, T-1873.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 28% added water. 
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No. 15651, T-1874.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 24% added water. 

No. 15652, T-1875.— Sample off "Milk." 
fat and contains about 50% added water. 

No. 15653, T-1876.— Sample of "Milk." 



Below standard in solids and 
Below standard in solids and 



Below standard in solids and 



fat and contains about 28% added water. 



Below standard in solids and 



Below standard in solids and 

Below standard in solids and 

Below standard in solids and 

Below standard in solids. 
Below standard in solids and 



in solids and 



No. 15654, T-1877.— Sample of "Milk." 
contains about 24% added water. 

No. 15656, T-1879.- Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 26% added water. 

No. 15658, T-1881.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 10% added water. 

No. 15659, T-1882.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 18% added water. 

No. 15660, T-1883.— Sample of "Milk." 

No. 15661, T-1884.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 44% added water. 

No. 15662, T-1885.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 35% added water. 

No. 15664, T-1887.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 23% iadded water, in addition has had about 
75% of the fat removed. 

No. 15665, T1888.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 34% added water. 

No. 15666, T-1889.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and has had about 80% of the fat removed. 

No. 15667, T-1890.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 40% added water. 

No. 15668, T-1891.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains about 33% added water. 

No. 15669, T-1892.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains about 44% added water. 

No. 15670, T-1893.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains about 32% added water. 

No. 15671, T-1894.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
contains about 19% added water. , 

No. 15672, T-1895.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 26% added water. 

No. 15673, T-1896.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 18% added water. 

No. 15674, T-1897.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
contains about 11% added water. 

No. 15675, T-1898.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains about 45% added water. 

No. 15676, T-1899.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 26% added water. 

No. 15678, T-1901.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 18% added water. 

No. 15679, T-1902.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 15% added water. 

No. 15680, T-1903.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 32% added water. 
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No. 15681, T-1904.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 27% added water. 

No. 15682, T-1905.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 44% added water. 

No. 15683, T-1906.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 30% added water. 

No. 15684, T-1907.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 18% added water. 

No. 15685, T-1908.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains over 50% added water. 

No. 15686, T-1909.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 15% added water. 

No. 15687, T-1910.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and has had at least 50% of the fat removed. 

No. 15688, T-1911.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat arid contains about 14^;?. added water. 

No. 15689, T-1912.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 15% added water. 

No. 15690, T-1913.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat arid contains about 24^- added water. 

No. 15691, T-1 914 .—Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 45% added water. 

No. 15692, T-1915.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 25% added water. 

No. 15693, T-1916.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 35% added water. 

No. 15694, T-I9I6V2.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids 
and fat and contains about 34% added water. 

No. 15695, T-1917.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 25% added water. 

No. 15696, T-1918.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains about 35% added water. 

. No. 15697, T-1919.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 20% added water. 

No. 15698, T-1920.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 20^? added water. 

No. 15699, T-1921.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 50% added water. 

No. 15700, T-1922.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 50% added water. 

No. 15701, T-1923.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids aud 
fat and contains about 40% added water. 

No. 15702, T-1924.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 50% added water. 

No. 15703, T-1925.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat aud contains about 30^^ added water. 

No. 15704, T-1926.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 30^? added water. 

No. 15726, T-1927.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
apparentlv watered. 

No. 15728, T-1929.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids. 

No. 15729, T-1930.— Sample of "]Milk." Below standard in solids. 
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Below standard 

Below standard 
Below standard 



Below standard 



Below standard 



No. 15766. UnoflScial.— Sample of "Milk." Ropv milk. 

No. 15792, T-1932.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat. 

No. 15793, T-1933.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains a small amount of added water. 

No. 15794, T-1934.~Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
contains about 10% added water. 

No. 15795, T-1935.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat. 

No. 15796, T.1930.— Sample of "Milk." 

No. 15797, T-1937.— Sample of "Milk." 
contains a small amount of added water. 

No. 15798, T-1938.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains about 25% added water. 

No. 15799, T-1939.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat. 

No. 15800, T-1940.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains a small amount of added water. 

No. 15801, T-1941.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains a small amount of added water. 

No. 15802, T-1942.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains a small amount of added water. 

No. 15803, T-1943.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat. 

No. 15804, T-1944.— Sample of "Milk." 
has had some of the fat removed. 

No. 15806, T-1946.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat. 

No. 15807, T-1947.— Sample of "Milk." 

No. 15808, T-1948.— Sample of "Milk^" 
fat. 

No. 15809, T-1949.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15810, T-1950.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15811, T-1951.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat. 

No. 15812, T-1952.— Sample of "Milk." 
fat and contains about 10% added water. 

No. 15813, T-1953.— Sample of "Milk." Below- standard 
fat and contains about 30% added water. 

No. 15814, T-1954.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains about 32% added water. 

No. 15815, T-1955.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains about 35% added water. 

No. 15816, T-1956.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains about 27% added water. 

No. 15817, T-1957.--Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
contains a small amount of added water. 

No. 15818, T-1958.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
contains added water. 
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Xo. 15819, T-1959.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
contains added water. 

No. 15820, T-1960.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15821, T-1961.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 

No. 15822, T-1962.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15823, T-1963.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15828, T-1964.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15829, T-1965.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
contains added water. 

No. 15830, T-1966.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
contains added water. 

No. 15831, T-1967.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 

No. 15832, T-1968.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 

No. 15833, T-1969.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids 
and fat. 

No. 15839, T-1 975.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15840, T-1 976.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15841, T-1977.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15842, T-1978.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fSt and contains added water. 

No. 15843, T-1979.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15844, T-1980.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 

No. 15845, T-1 981.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat. 

No. 15862, H-1256.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 

No. 15863, H-1257.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 

No. 15864, H-1258.— Sample of "Milk." Slightly below standard; 
partly skimmed. 

No"; 15872, T-1982.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 

No. 15873, T-1983.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 

No. 15874,' T-1984.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fflt * watprpd 

No. 15875, T-1985.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat * Turatered * 

No. 15900, T-1986.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15901, T-1987.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15902, T-1988.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard 
fat ' watered. 

No*. 15903 T-1 989.— Sample of "Milk," Below standard 
contains added water. 
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No. 15904, T-1990.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15905, T-1991.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15906, T-1992.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15907, T-1993.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15908, T-1994.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 15S41, T-1999.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in fat; has 
had some of the fat removed. 

No. 15942, T-2000.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in fat; has 
had some of the fat removed. 

No. 15955, F-180.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat; skimmed. 

No. 15956, F-181.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 15957, F-182.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in fat; partly 
skimmed. 

No. 15959, F-184.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat; skimmed. 

No. 16024. Unofficial. — Sample of "Milk." Sample contains about 
30% added water. 

No. 16054, T-2078.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16083. Unofficial. — Sample of "Milk." Contains a small amount 
of added water. 

No. 16090, H-1276.— Sample of "Milk." Sample unclean. 

No. 16091, H-1277.— Sample of "Milk." Sample very unclean. 

No. 16105, T-2089.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16107, T-2091.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 16117, T-2101.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16118, T-2102.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in fat. 

No. 16131, T-2119.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16136, T-2124.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 16141, T-2129.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16145, T-2133.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 16146, T-2134.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 16166, T-2135.— Sample of "Milk." Sample below standard in fat. 

No. 16235, H-1289.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16236, H-1290.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and has had some of the fat removed. 

7 
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No. 16237, H-1291.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and has had most of the fat removed. 

No. 16266, T-2150.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16269, T-2153.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 16270, T-2154.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16272, T-2156.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 16274, T-2158.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16276, T-2161.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16278, T-2163.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 16279, T-2164.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 16280, Th2165.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16290, T-2176.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and has had some of the fat removed. 

No. 16316, H-1298.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 16317, H-1299.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16318, H-1300.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16319, H-1301.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 16321, H-1303.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16323, H-1305.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
f^t 

No. 16324, H-1306.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 16325, H-1307.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16329, H-1311.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
iat. 

No. 16330, H-1312.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 

fat. ^ 

No. 16332, H-1314.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 

Jat. 

No. 16334, H-1316.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 

fat 

No. 16348, H-1319.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 

No. 16354, F-185.— Sample of "Milk." . Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains about 25% added water. 

No. 16369, T-2192.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 51 

No. 16379, T-2202.— Sample of ^'Milk." Below standard in fat. 

No. 16390, T-2fl3.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat 

No. 16400, T-2219.— Sample of "Milk." Milk is unclean and not safe 
for food. 

No. 16402, T-2221.— Sample of "Milk." Milk is unclean and unfit for 
food. 

No. 16409, T-2228.— Sample of "Milk." Milk is unclean and unfit for 
food. 

No. 16411, T-2230.— Sample of "Milk." Milk is unclean and unfit for 
food. 

No. 16412, T-2231.— Sample of "Milk." Milk is unclean and unfit for 
food. 

No. 16413, T-2232.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 16414, T-2233.— Sample of "Milk." Milk unclean, unfit and un- 
safe for food. 

No. 16416, T-2235.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

No. 16447, T-2247.— Sample of "Milk." Sample very unclean. 

No. 16522, F-187.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in' fat; has had 
some of tlie fat i*emoved 

No. 16523, F-188.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in fat; has had 
some of the fat removed. 

No. 16524, F-189.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in fat; has had 
some of tile fat removed 

No. 16525, F-190.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat. 

No. 16528, T-2268.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
contains added water. 

No. 16549, F-191.— Sample of "Milk." Below standard in solids and 
fat and contains added water. 

MISCBLLANBOUS. 

No. 14589. Unofficial. — Sample of "Freezum." Sample is principally 
a sulphite preservative. 

No. 14882. Unofficial. — Sample of "Mrs. Price's Canning Compound." 
Sample contains borates; preservative injurious to health. 

No. 15301. Unofficial.— Sample ' of 'Vegetable S<?up." (French). 
Sample contains copper sulphate. 

No. 14732, S-486.— Sample of "Sweett Cucumber Pickles (O. K. 
Brand)." Manufacturer, Alart & McGuire, New York City. Sample 
contains saccharine. 

No. 15716, P-9. — Sample of "Freeze-em." Manufacturer, B. Heller & 
Co., Chicago, 111. Sample contains sulphurous acid. 

No.- 15735, S-622.— Sample of "Mixed Vegetables." Jobber, Lee, Cady 
& Smart, Detroit, Mich. Sample contains copper sulphate. 

No. 15745. Unofficial. — Sample of "Milk Powder." Sample is powdered 
skimmed milk and not powdered whole milk. 

No. 16350. Unofficial.— Sample of "Boiled Linseed Oil." Oil does not 
conform to legal requirements. 
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No. 16424. UnoflScial.— Sample of "Corned Beef."' Not safe as an 
article of food. 

No. 16450, N-719. — Sample of "Frankfurts Sausage (Coney Island 
Brand." DeaJer, Allen Schurer, Gaylord, Mich. Sausage not properly 
labeled. 

No. 16573, P-28.— Sample of "Freeze-em." Manufacturer, B. Heller 
& Co., Chicago, 111. A sulphite preservative not permissible in food 
products. 

MUSTARD. 

No. 16495, S-672.— Sample of "Belgium Mustard (Roger's Purity 
Brand)." Dealer, O. S. Young, Niles, Mich. Name and address of 
manufacturer not given on label. 

No. 16496, S-673.— Sample of "Mustard (Roger's Purity Brand)." 
Dealer, O. S. Young, Niles Mich. Manufacturer's name and address not 
given. 

PBAS. 

No. 13529, S-306.— Sample of "Canned Peas." Manufacturer, W. R. 
Roach & Co., Hart, Mich. Can bears no label. 

No. 15330, S-610.— Sample of "French Peas" (Barton Brand). Job- 
ber, Judson Grocery Co., Grand Rapids, Mich. Sample contains copper 
sulphate. 

No. 15736, S-623.— Sample of "French Peas." Manufacturer, G. A. 
Jourde, Bordefeiux, France. Jobbers, Meyer & Lang, New York. Con- 
tain copper sulphate. 

No. 15737, S-624.— Sample of "French Peas" (Le Soleil Malines). 
Jobber, Falcan Pajcking Co., Ill Hudson St., New York City. Contain 
copper sulphate. 

No. 16428, P-26.— Sample of "Medium Peas." Manufacturer, P. M. 
Loubrie & Oie, Bordeaux, France. Jobber, W. J. Vhay, Detroit, Mich. 
Contain copper sulphate. 

SPICES. 

No. 15086, S-575. — Sample of "Pepper." Dealer, James Gordon, Homer, 
Mich. Not properly labeled. 

No. 15511, S-618.— Sample of "Ground Pepper (Nameok Brand)." 
Jobber, Grones & Brehmer, Detroit, Mich. Too high in ash and crude 
fiber. 

No. 16253, S-647.— Sample of "Pepper." Jobber, Moffett & Son, Flint, 
Mich. Name and address of manufacturer not given on package. 

SYRUP MIXED. 

No. 15428, W-395. — Sample of "Pure Louisiana Cane Syrup." Jobber, 
S. W. Capple, Evergreen, La. Manufacturer's name not on label. 

No. 15443, S-617. — Sample of "Aunt Jemima's Sugar Cream." Manu- 
facturer, Rigney & Co., Brooklyn, N. Y. A maple prei>aration. Label 
does not State percentage of ingredients other than maple. 

No. 15448, U-258.— Sample of "Mapleton." Manufacturer, A. J. Hillut, 
Milwaukee, Wis. Should be labeled an imitation product. 

No. 15533, W-402.— Sample of "Maple and Cane Syrup." Jobber, 
Brown, Davis & Warner, Jackson, Mich. Sample a mixture of maple 
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ft 

and sugar syrup; label does not state percentages of ingredients other 
tban maple. 

No. 15535, W-404.— Sample of "Maple and Cane Syrup." Manu- 
facturer, New England Maple Syrup Co., Boston, Mass. Sample is a 
mixed syrup; label does not state percentages of ingredients other than 
maple. 

No. 15592, N-709.— Sample of "Golden Tree Syrup." Manufacturer, 
New England Maple Syrup Co., Boston, Mass. Label does not disclose 
percentage of ingredients other than maple. 

No. 15756, S-627.— Sample of "Gold Leaf Pure Syrup." Manufacturer, 
Huntington Maple Syrup and Sugar Co., Providence, R. I. . Improperly 
labeled. 

No. 15879, S-639.— Sample of "Mt. Mansfield Fancy Sugar Syrup." 
Manufacturer, Bay State Maple Syrup Co., Boston, Mass. Not properly 
labeled. 

No. 15880, S-640.— Sample of "Golden Tree Syrup." Manufacturer, 
New England Maple Syrup Co., Boston, Mass. Not properly labeled. 

No. 16192, S-656. — Sample of "Sugar Bush Syrup." Manufacturer, 
Steele-Wedeles Co., Chicago, 111. Improperly labeled. 

No. 16490, S-667.— Sample of "Table Syrup (Fancy Brand) Com- 
pound." Jobber, Steele-Wedeles Co., Chicago, 111. A glucose mixture 
not properly labeled. 

No. 16491, S-668.— Sample of "Tabl^ Syrup (Best Ever)." Jobber, 
South Bend Wholesale Grocery Co., South Bend, Ind. A glucose mix- 
ture not properly labeled. 

No. 16494, S-671.— Sample of "Glucose (Sweet Meadow Brand) Flav- 
ored with Refiners' Syrup." Jobber, Franklin MacVeagh & Co., Chicago, 
111. A glucose mixture improperly labeled. 

No. 16497, S-674.— Sample of "Table Syrup (California Brand)." 
Jobber, John A. Tolman & Co., Chicago, 111. Not properly labeled. 

No. 16498, S-675.— Sample of "Syrup (White Daisy Brand)." Jobber, 
Franklin MacVeagh & Co., Chicago, 111. A glucose mixture not properly 
labeled. 

SODA FOUNTAIN DBINKS. 

No. 14323, 1-598. — Sample of "Lemon Syrup." Manufacturer, Henry 
Mull, Porter St., Detroit. Manufacturer's name and address not given. 

No. 14324, 1-599.— Sample of "Vanilla Syrup." Manufacturer, Henry 
Mull, Porter St., Detroit Manufacturer's name and address not given. 

No. 14325, 1-600.— Sample of "Chocolate Syrup." Manufacturer, Henry 
Mull, Porter St,, Detroit. Manufacturer's name and address not given. 

VINEGAR. 

No. 14636, N-627.— Sample of "Cider Vinegar." Manufacturer, Elgin 
Gates, East Tawas, Mich. Below standard in acid strength. 

No. 14949. Unofficial. — Sample of "Vinegar." Below standard in acid 
strength. 

No. 15327, S-607. — Sample of "Compound Vinegar." Manufacturer, 
Lawton Vineyards Co., Kalamazoo, Mich. Fermented vinegar, not up 
to standard. 

No. 15315, S-603.— Sample of "Vinegar." Manufacturer, Hunt & Son, 
Bancroft, Mich. Below standard in acid strength. 
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No. 15939. Unofficial. — Sample of "Cider Vinegar." Below standard 
in acid strengths 

No. 16193, S-657.— Sample of "Imperial Pure Distilled Vinegar." 
Manufacturer, Atwood & Steele Co., Chicago, 111. Distilled vinegar 
artificially colored. 

No. 16486, S-664.— Sample of "Pure Cider Vin^ar." Manufacturer, 
John Davidson, Dowagiac, Mich. Vinegar not up to standard. 

WATER. 

No. 14423. Unofficial. — Sample of "Water." Not a satisfactory water 
for drinking purposes; not actually contaminated, but unsafe. 

No. 14684. Unofficial. — Samples of "Water." Samples contain gas 
producing bacteria; not fit for drinking purposes. 

No.- 15429. Unofficial. — Sample of "Water." Unsafe for drinking pur- 
poses. 

No. 15777. Unofficial.— Sample of "Water." Unsafe. 



ANALYSIS OF SAMPLES OF BUTTER FROM THE EDUCATIONAL SCORING TEST FOR THE MONTH OF 

JULY, 1909. 



Numbw. 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13.. ..V 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 



Butter fat 
%. 


Over nm 


82.0 
Bottle broken 
Bottle broken 
84.4 
83.8 


22.0 




18.5 
19.3 


84.0 
82.3 
86.3 
86.6 
83.5 


19.1 
21.5 
15.9 
15.5 
19.8 


85.0 
84.8 
82.0 
86.0 
82.1 


17.7 
18.0 
22.0 
16.3 
21.8 


85.7 
86.0 
84.7 
83.7 


16.7 
16.3 
18.1 
19.5 


87.6 
85.6 
84.4 
84.3 


14.1 
16.9 
18.5 
18.6 



Number. 



Butter fat 



or 
7C. 



24. 
25 
26. 
27. 

28. 

29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 

34. 
35. 

36. 
37. 
38. 

39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 

43. 
44. 
45. 
46, 



Bottle broken 
87.5 
88.1 
86.1 
85.6 

86.8 
84.5 
82.9 
85.2 
86.9 

78.5 
86.3 
84.3 
84.4 
83.7 

86.4 
85.0 
85.7 
84.6 



85.2 
88.6 
85.3 

83.7 



Over run 
%. 



14.3 
13.5 
16.1 
16.9 

15.2 
18.3 
20.7 
17.4 
15.1 

27.6 
15.9 
18.6 
18 5 
19.5 

15.7 
17.7 
16.7 
18.2 



17.4 
12.9 
17.2 
19.5 
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ANALYSIS OF SAMPLES OF BLTTER FROM THE EDUCATIONAL SCORING TEST FOR THE MONTH OF 

AUGUST, 1900. 



Number. 


Butter f&t 

%. 


Over-run 


Number. 


Butter fat 
%. 


Over^im 

%. 


1 ^ 


85.7 
78.4 
86.7 
83.0 
79.0 

82.6 
84.3 
86.8 
85.0 
85.5 

86.6 
82.9 
88.4 
85.2 
83.5 

85.2 
85.6 
86.2 
85.2 

84.6 
86.6 
84.5 
83.5 

83.9 
86.0 
85.8 
85.0 


16.7 
27.6 
15.3 
20.5 
26.4 

21.1 
18.7 
15.2 
17.7 
17.0 

15.5 
20.7 
13.2 
17.4 
19.8 

. 17.4 
16.9 
16.0 
17.4 

18.3 
15.5 
18.4 
19.8 

19.2 
16.3 
16.5 
17.7 


28 


81.9 
85.2 
87.4 
84.0 
84.5 

•85.3 
84.9 
86.0 
83.6 
85.2 

84.2 
87.0 
82.7 
85.3 
84.3 

83.5 
85.9 
84.2 
85.5 

84.5 
86.8 
85.3 
84.8 

86.8 
83.5 
85.1 


22.2 


2 


29 


17.4 


3 


30 


14.4 


4 


81 


19.0 


5 


32 


18.4 


6 


33 


17.2 


7 


34 


17.8 


8 


85 


16.8 


9 


36 


19. d 


10 


87 


17.4 


11 


38 


18.8 


12 


39 


14.9 


13 •. 


40 


20.9 


14 


41 ; 


17.2 


15 


42 


18.7 


16 


43 


19.8 


17 


44 


16.5 


18 


45 


18.8 


19 


46 


17.0 


20 


47 


18.8 


21 


48 


15.5 


22 


49 


17.2 


23 


50. 


17.9 


24 


51 


16.9 


25 


52 


19.8 


26 


53 


17.6 


27 








• 



ANALYSIS OF SAMPLES OF BUTTER FROM THE EDUCATIONAL SCORING TEST FOR THE MONTH OF 

SEPTEMBER, 1900. 



Number. 



1 
2 
3 
4 

5 

6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 

12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 



Butter fat 



84.4 
89.2 
83.0 
86.7 
84.1 

83.0 
87.7 
90.3 
84.8 
84.8 
87.5 

91.7 

86.6 

84.8 

87.5 

87.7* 

86.9 



Over-nm 
%. 



18.6 
12.1 
20.4 
16.7 
18.9 

20.5 
14.0 
10.8 
18.0 
17.9 
14.3 

9.1 



15 

18 

14. 

14.0 

15.1 



.5 
.0 
.3 



Number. 



18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

23 
24 
26 
26 
27 
28 

29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 



Butter fat 
%. 



86.4 
88.7 
86.9 
88.0 
86.3 

86.2 
88.9 
89.5 
90.5 
85.3 
86.0 

85.1 
86.4 
86.3 
88.2 
85.6 
86.6 



Orerrun 
%. 



17.1 
19.5 
15.1 
13.7 
15.8 

16.0 
12.5 
11.7 
10.5 
17.2 
16.3 

17.6 
15.8 
15.9 
13.8 
16.9 
15.5 
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ANALYSIS OF SAMPLES OF BUTTER FROM THE EDUCATIONAL SCORING TEST FOR THE MONTH OF 

OCTOBER. 1909. 



Number. 



Butter fat 

%. 



1 

2 

3 

4 

^ 

6 

7 , 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12..'. 

13 

U 

15 

16 

17 

I- 



86.4 
84.5 
87.9 
83.5 
86.0 

89.4 
80.1 
86.3 
88.8 
Doubtful : . . 
89.3 

860 
87.5 
85.9 
87.0 
85.0 
86.0 



Over-run 

%. 



15.7 
18.4 
13.8 
19.7 
16.3 

11.9 
12.2 
15.9 
12.6 



12.0 

16.3 
14.3 
16.5 
14.1 
17.7 
16.3 



Number. 



18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 



Butter fat 

%. 



80.1 
85.6 
89.1 
88.4 
88.8 

84.8 
91.1 
88.7 
86.9 
84.2 
84.6 

92.1 
86.7 
89.1 
87.4 
85.0 
89.0 



Over-run 



12.2 
16.9 
12.2 
13.2 
12.6 

18.0 
9.8 
12.8 
15.1 
18.8 
18.2 

8.6 
15.3 
12.2 
14.5 
17.7 
12.4 



ANALYSES OF SAMPLES OF BUTTER FROM THE EDUCATIONAL SCORING TEST FOR THE MONTH OF 

DECEMBER. 1909. 



Number. 



t 

3. 

4. 

-6. 
7. 
«. 
9. 
10. 

11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 

16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 



Butter fat 

%. 



82.0 
80.6 
82.1 
82.7 
83.0 

83.9 
88.2 
83.7 
85.9 
85.9 

85.0 
86.0 
84.5 
86.9 
86.2 

83.9 
88.8 
82.8 
81.7 
86.9 



Over-run 

%. 



Number. 



Butter fat 



22.0 
24.1 
21.8 
21.0 
30.5 

19.2 
13.3 
19.5 
16.5 
16.5 

17.7 
16.8 
18.4 
15.1 
16.1 

19.2 
12.6 
90.7 
22.4 
15.1 



21 
22 
23 
24 
25 

26 
27 
28 
29 
30 

31 
32 
33 
34 
35 

36 
37 
38 
39 



88.8 
84.5 
86.1 
86.3 
83.0 

86.3 
86.0 
85.6 
80.9 
86.0 

82.4 
85.0 
96.9 
84.6 
84.6 

84.0 
87.0 
84.0 
83.3 



Ovn-run 
%. 



12.0 
18.3 
16.1 
15.9 
20.5 

15.9 
16.3 
16.9 
23.6 
16.3 

21.4 
17.7 
15.1 
18.8 
17.1 

19.1 
15.0 
19.0 
90.0 
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ANALYSES OF SAMPLES OF BUTTER FROM THE EDUCATIONAL SCORING TEST FOR THE MONTH OF 

JANUARY. 1010. 



Number. 


Butter fat 
%. 


Over-run 
%. 


Number. 


Butter fat 

%. 


Orer-run 


1 


76.0 
85.6 
83.6 
82.4 
86.0 

84.5 
83.7 
81.6 

83.2 


30.0 
17.0 
10.6 
21.4 
15.1 

18.3 
10.5 
22.6 
20.7 
16.2 

20.2 


10 


87.1 
83.5 
85.1 
87.6 
85.5 

85.2 

80.6 

86. 

87.4 

86.2 


14.0 


2 


20 


10.8 


3 


21 


17.6 


4 


22 


14.3 


6 


23 


17 


6 


24 


17.4 


7 


26 


24.1 


8 


26 


16 3 





27 


14 4 


10 


28 


16 


11 


20.... (Spilled) 




12.... (Broken) 


30 


"82.0 
84.8 
85. 

88.3 
84.6 
86.5 


20.7 


l0*«*««-* •-•.■•••••■■••••«•••• 


81.4 
80.3 

83.6 
86.2 
84.4 
86.4 


22.8 
12.1 

10.6 
16. 
18.6 
16.8 


31 


17 


14 


32 


17 7 


15 


33 


13 2 


16 


34 


18 2 


17 


36 


16.6 













ANALYSES OF SAMPLES OF BUTTER FROM THE EDUCATIONAL SCORING TEST FOR THE MONTH OF 

FEBRUARY, 1010. 



Number. 


Butter fat 
%. 


Orer-run 

%. 


Number. 


Butter fat 
%. 


Over-run 
%. 


1 


81.6 
84.8 
86.6 
85.6 
83.3 

83.3 
77.7 
86.3 
86.3 
81.3 

83.3 
87.3 
88.1 
87.0 

86.6 
86.7 
87.8 
86. 


22.7 

17.7 

17. 

17. 

20. 

20. 

28.6 

16.0 

16.8 

23. 

20. 
10.5 
13.6 
13.7 

16.8 
16.7 
14.6 
16.3 


10 


81.8 
84.8 
84.1 
86.6 
86.6 

86.8 

85.1 

87.3 

83. 

84.6 

83.6 
83.6 
86.7 
86.4 

83.6 
86.6 
86.0 

• 


22.2 


2 


20 


17.0 


3 


21 


10. 


4 K 


22 


16.8 


6 


23 


16.6 


6 


24 


15 2 


7 


26 


17.6 


8 


26 


14 6 





27 


20.4 


10 


28 


18. 
10.6 


11 


20 


12 


30 


10.8 


18 


31 


16 7 


14 


32 


16 8 


16 


33 


10.6 


16 


34 


15.6 


17 


36 


16 6 


18 











ANALYSES OF SAMPLES OF BUTTER FROM THE EDUCATIONAL SCORING TEST FOR THE MONTH OF 

MARCH. lOia 



1. 
2. 
8. 

4. 



6.. 
6.. 

7.. 
8.. 



0. 
10. 
11. 
12. 



Number. 



.(Brdcen). 



Butter fat 

%. 



88.4 
86.8 
87.4 
86.3 

85.0 
85.6 



86.8 

87.4 
86.5 
88. 
83. 



Over-run 

%. 



13.1 
16.2 
14.4 
15.8 

16.6 
16.0 



15.2 

14.4 
15.6 
13.7 
20.6 



13. 
14. 
15. 
16. 

17. 
18. 
10. 
20. 



Number. 



21 

22 

23.!!. (Broken)! 



Butter fat 



85. 
85.2 
80.4 
84.1 

86.3 

87. 

86.2 

82.0 

81.1 
84.6 



Over-run 
%. 



17.7 
17.4 
11.0 
18.0 

17.2 
14.0 
16. 
20.7 

10. 
18.3 
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CONCENTRATED COMMERCIAL FEEDING STUFFS. 

THE LAW. 

Any manufacturer, oonijwny, person or persons who shall sell, offer op 
expose for sale or for distribution, in this State, any concentrated com- 
mercial feeding stuffs used for feeding live stock, shall furnish with each 
car, or other amount shipped in bulk, and shall affix to every package 
of such, feeding stuff, in a conspicuous place, on the outside thereof, a 
plainly printed statement, clearly and truly certifying the number of 
net pounds in the car or package sold or offered for sale, the name or 
trademark under which the article is sold, the name of the manufacturer 
or shipper, the place of manufacture, the place of business, and a chemi- 
cal analysis, stating the percentages it contains of crude protein, crude 
fibre, nitrogen-free extract and ether extract, all constituents to be de- 
termined by the methods adopted by the association of official agricul- 
tural chemists. Whenever any feeding stuff is sold at retail, in bulk 
or in packages belonging to the purchaser, the agent or dealer shall 
furnish to him a certified copy of the chemical analysis named in this 
section. 

(a) The term concentrated commercial feeding stuffs as used in this 
act shall include linseed meal, cotton seed meal, pea meals, cocoanut, 
meals, glutten meals, oil meals of all kinds, glutten feeds, maize feeds, 
starch feeds, mixed sugar feeds, hominy feeds, rice meals, oat feeds, 
corn and oat feeds, meat meals, dried blood, clover meals, mixed feeds 
of all kinds, slaughter house waste products; also. all condimental stock 
foods, patented and proprietary stock foods, claimed to possess nutritive 
properties and all other materials intended for feeding to domestic 
animals: Provided, That such feeding stuffs, as defined above, shall not 
include hays, straws, fodders, ensilage, the whole seeds nor the unmfxed 
meals made directly from the entire grains of wheat, rye, barley, oats, 
flax-seed, maize, buckwheat, wet brewers' grains, malt sprouts, wet or 
dried beet pulp, when unmixed with other materials. Neither shall it 
include wheat, rye and buckwheat brans or middlings not mixed with 
other substances, but sold separately as distinct articles of commerce, 
nor pure grains ground together. 

(b) Brfore any manufacturer, company, person or persons shall sell, 
offer or expose for sale in this State any concentrated commercial feed- 
ing stuff, .he or they shall, for each and every feeding stuff bearing a 
distinguishing name or trade-mark file annually, with the Bsiiry and 
Food Commissioner a certified copy of the chemical analysis and certifi- 
cate referred to in this section, and shall deposit with said Dairy and 
Food Commissioner a sealed glass jar, or bottle, containing at least one 
pound of the feeding stuff to be sold or offered for sale, together with 
an a£9davit that it is a fair sample of the article thus to be sold or 
offered for sale. He or they shall also pay annually into the State 
treasury a license fee of twenty dollars for each and every brand of 
feeding stuff he offers or exposes for sale in this State. Said fee is 
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to be paid on or before April first of each year: Provided, That when- 
ever the manufacturer or importer shall have paid this license fee, his 
agents shall not be required to do so. Whenever any manufacturer, 
importer, agent or seller of any commercial feeding stuff desires at any 
time to sell such material and has not paid the license fee therefor, he 
shall pay the license fee prescribed in this section, before making any 
such sale. The money collected under the provisions of this act shall be 
paid into the State treasury and be used to help defray the expenses 
of the oflSce of the Dairy and Food Ck)uimissioner, in addition to the 
r^nlar appropriation therefor. 

(c) Whenever the manufacturer, importer, agent or seller of any 
commercial feeding stuff shall have complied with the requirements of 
this section the Dairy and Food Commissioner shall issue or cause to 
be issued, a license permitting the sale of such feeding stuff, which license 
shall terminate on April first following the date of issue. 

(d) All such analyses of commercial feeding stuffs required by this 
act, shall be made under the direction of the Dairy and Food Commis- 
sion^, and shall be paid for out of the funds arising from the license 
fees provided for in this section. 

(e) The Dairy and Food Commissioner shall publish, or cause to be 
published in bulletin form, at least annually a correct statement of all 
analyses made, together with any incidental information concerning 
same which he may deem proper. 

(f) Any manufacturer, importer, company, agent, person or persons, 
who shall sell, offer or expose for sale, without first complying with the 
provisions of this act, any commercial feeding stuff, or shall attach or 
cause to be attached to any car, package or othei; quantity of said feed- 
ing stuff, an analysis stating that it contains a larger percentage of 
any one or more of the constituents named in this section than it really 
does contain shall^ upon conviction thereof, be fined not less than one 
hundred dollars for the first offense, and not less than three hundred 
dollars for every subsequent offense, and the offender shall also be liable 
for damages sustained by the purchaser of such feeding stuff on account 
of such misrepresentation. 

(g) The Dairy and Food Commissioner, by any duly authorized agent, 
is hereby authorized to select from any package of commercial or other 
feeding stuff exi)oeed or offered for sale in this State, a quantity not 
exceeding two pounds for a sample, such sample to be used for the pur- 
poses of an official analysis and for comparison with the certificate filed 
with the Dairy and Food Commissioner, and with the certificate affixed 
to the package on sale. 
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PROSECUTIONS. 



STATEMENT OF PROSECUTIONS. 

FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1910. 

Cases pending July 1, 1909 10 

Cases commenced during fiscal year • 145 

Cases nolle prossed 1 

CASES DISPOSED OF. 

Before examining magistrates: 

Defendants bound over 4 

Defendants discharged 4 

In trial courts: 

Defendants convicted . . . .' .- 136 

Defendants acquitted ^ 4 

Cases pending July 1, 1910 T 10 

IN TRIAL COURTS. 



Defendants. 



Alonio L. Hart 
J. C. Stevenson 
Martin Noon . . . 
James Corbett . 
Clarence Smith. 



Adelbert J. Harwood , 

S. Anderson 

Wm' McGregor 

Geone TaylOT 

Frank Dedrick 



Charge — Unlawful sale of. 



Oleomargarine , 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

MHk 



James Cassaroo 

Rosalino Griiano 

Standard Ice Cream Co . 
Antonio Monteroeso . . . 
Marshall B.- Sopp 



P. Frederkkson . . 
Ehner D. Weller . 

Henry Croop 

Floyd liemunyon . 
A. C. Perkins . . . , 



Charles Soule . . . 

Charles Sopp 

Fred Houghland 

Lacy Grieb 

August Witt 



Stephen Horton . 
Henry White . . . 
Bert Simpson . . , 
Owen W. Acker . 
Charles fencer . 



BertBeU 

H. H. Smith 

John Snyder 

FVank Brown 

A. J. Elwell I Olecnnargarine . 



Milk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 



Ice cream, 
Ice cream , 
Ice cream , 
Ice cream. 
Mflk 



Mflk 
Mflk 
Mflk 
Milk 
Milk 

Mflk 

Milk. 

Mflk 

Milk. 

Milk. 

Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 

Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 



County. 



Wavne... 
Jackson . . 
Jackson . . 
Jackson . . 
Jackson . . 

Hfllsdale. 
HiUsdale. 
Hfllsdale. 
Wa^Tie. . . 
Wayne.,. 

Wayne. , . 
Wayne... 
Wayne... 
Wayne. .. 
Livingston 

Livingston 
Ingham . . 
Ingham . . 
Ingham . . 
Ingham . . 

Ingham . . 
Ingham . . 
Ingliam . . 
Ingham . . 
Ingham . . 

Ingham . . 
Ingham . . 
Ingham . . , 
Ingham . . , 
Ingham . . , 

Ingham . . , 
Ingham . . , 
Ingham . . . 
Jackson . . , 
Wayne 



Sentence. 



Fined $50. 
Fined 15 and costs. 
Fined $5 and costs. 
Fined $5 and costs. 
Fined S5 and costa 

Fined $5 and costs. 
Fined 15 and cotte. 
Fined 15 and costs. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Acquitted. 

Fined $25. 
Fined $25. 
Fined $25. 
Fined $25. 
Acquitted. 

Fined $10. 
Fined $10 and coBis. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $10 and costs. 

Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $10 and codts. 
Fined $10 and coits. 



Fined $lO 
Fined $10 
Fined $10 
Fined $10 
Fined $10 



and cost?, 
and costs, 
and costs, 
and costs, 
and cost^. 



Fined $10 and coft?. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $5 and costs. 
Deferred. 
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IN TRIAL COURTS.— CofUinued. 



Defendants. 



Eugene Fleming.. . 
Geo. S.B. Street.. 

GuyM.HaM 

MaxJ. ElweU 

Myron Young 

James Harbourne . 

John Seedes 

Jacob RookuB 

Gerrit Kopenga . . . 
HmerE. WeflB... 

Benjamin Lininger 

John Oiimaki 

Stanley Kubacki.. 

B. Nowowski 

Frank Oaoskj 

George Pinkerton . 

Joseph Wrubel 

F. Gwisdalla 

Q. Duffren 

J. Rumpts 

A. Duffren 

Paul Lappak 

F. Muholski 

E. Palatcy 

P. Shubert 

J. Lee 

M. Gornowitcy . . , . 

C. Dawson 

Albert HiU 

LonioHill 

Ephriam Gingrich . 

A. Osontoska 

A.Grifka 

J. Puddock 

T. 08onto6ki.Jr... 

Wm. Kitchen 

G. Stairska 

Edward Hurford . . 
Wm. G. Broden . . . 
P. Pyntkowaki.... 

Theo. Shaina 

N. BreaesiDski 

Mr8.P.Wie8biski.. 

P. Susella 

A. Montgomery . . . 

0. Gager 

T. Osontoski, Sr... 

W.Peter 

John Muhooick 

A. Grimtki 

W. Franiel 

A. Janawieak 

A. Kalaski 

Anthony Stipka... 
J. Wyars 

J. Leitch 

PhiloRichardEon.. 

J. Pfoff 

A. King 

J. Mclntyrc 

J. Pumrki 

J.Wheeler 

A. Oberski 

S. GodenFki 

A. Trohirhart 



C3uuge— Unlawful sale of. 




Milk 

Milk 

Milk 

Inspection refused 
mt. 

Mak 

Mflk 

Mflk 

MOk 

Diseased Meat . . . 

Diseased Meat . . . 

Milk 

Milk 

Milk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mlik 

MUk 

Milk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Milk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Milk 

Milk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Milk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Milk 



Genesee. 
Ingham. 
Ingham. 
Wayne.. 
Oalhoun. 



Bay 

Shiawassee . 
Ottawa..., 
Ottawa . . . , 
Kent 



Grand Traverae , 

Huron 

Huron 

Huron 

Huron 



Huron 

Huron. 

Huron. 

Huron. 

Huron. 

Huron, 
^uron. 
Huron . 
Huron. 
Huron. 

Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron, 

Huron, 
Huron, 
Huron. 
Huron , 
Huron, 

Huron, 
Huron, 
Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron. 

Huron, 
Huron. 
Huron , 
Huron, 
Huron . 

Huron. 
Huron, 
Huron, 
Huron, 
Huron. 

Huron, 
Huron , 
Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron . 

Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron . 

Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron. 
Huron. 



Sentence. 



Fined <50. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Acquitted. 
Fined $100. 

Fined $5. 

Fined $12.81 costs. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $10 and costs. 
Fined $250 and co6t« 
and 90 days in jail. 

Fined $100. 
Fined $35 and oostj. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $28 and costs. 

Fined $25 and coste. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 

Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fmed $25 and costs. 

Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $22 and costs. 
Fined $22 and costs. 
Fined $22 and costs. 

Fined K5 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
fined $22 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 

Fined $22 and costs. 
Fined $22 and costs. 
Fined $22 and costs. 
Fined $22 and costH. 
Fined $25 and costs. 



Fmed $25 
Fined $25 
Fined $22 
Fined $22 
Fined $25 



and costs, 
and costs, 
and costs, 
and costs, 
and costs. 



Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $22 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costf. 
Fined $25 and oo te. 
Fined $25 and co to. 

Fined $25 and oof to. 
Fined $25 and corto. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and cotie. 



Fined $25 
Fmed $22 
Fined $25 
Fmed $25 
Fmed $25 



and cot to. 
and coFto. 
and cofto. 
and cof-ts. 
and coFto. 



Fined $22 and coFt^. 
Fined $25 and coets. 
Fined $25 and cort.o. 
Fined $25 and a)6tm 
Fined $25 and costo. 
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Defendants. 



P. Nicklas 

A. Bisomek 

A. StcrcnFcn 

J. Alll'on 

W. Scott Charabere . 



J. Bliiylock 

A. Hanfon 

George Whitelone . 
William Smith . . . 
Mrs. Western 



Geort^e Keeler 

Chas. Chapman . . . 
Edward Ramatein . 

Frank Ruhl 

£. Grovenberg . . . 



F. L. Smith . . 

A.HiU 

Peter Qeven. 
C. Weinert... 
Ray Ladue . . 



H. A. MuDger 

M. 0. Armstrong . . . 

W.E. Bellows 

•Theodore Schavey . 
E.6haddick 



George Ferris . . . 
Cornelius Powell . 

Joe Colby 

Floyd D. Ripley. 
J. J. Show 



Frank Shadduck Mflk 



Charge — ^Unlawful sale of. 



Milk 

Milk. 

Milk. 

Milk, 

MUk. 

Milk, 

Milk, 

MOk, 

Milk 

Milk, 



Milk 

Milk 

Buckwheat flour . 
Oleomargarine . . 
Milk 



Milk. 

Milk. 

Mflk. 

Mflk 

Milk, 

Mflk. 

Mflk 

Mflk. 

Milk, 

Mflk. 

Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 
Mflk. 



Thomas Boone . 

Alpena Roller MiUs (A. Hanson) 

George Atkinson 

John Graham f. 



Wm. Beaumont , 

Henry Kraft 

Charles Maier . . 

Albert Burr 

Louis Timmer.., 



Mflk 

Buckwheat flour. 

Mflk 

Oleomargarine . . 



Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Mflk 

Ice cream. 



County. 



Huron. . 
Huron . . 
Huron . . 
Huron . . 
Huron . . 

Huron . . 
Hu^on . . 
Huron . . 
Huron . . 
Huron . . 

Huron . . 
Huron . . 
St Clair 
Wayne., 
Ingham . 

Ingham . 
Ingham. 
Ingham. 
Ingham . 
Ingham . 

Ingham , 
Ingham, 
Ingham . 
Ingham, 
Ingham. 

Ingham. 
Ingham. 
Ingham. 
Ingham. 
Ingham. 

Ingham. 

Kent... 

Alpena. 

Kent... 

Lapeer. 

Ingram. 

Ingham. 

Ingham. 

Wayne. 

Kent... 



Sentence. 



Fined S25 and coctr . 
Fined $26 and coetf . 
Fined S22 and eoFtf. 
Fined $22 and coetf. 
Fined $25 and coctf. 

Fined $25 and cof ts. 
Fined $25 and cocts. 
Fined $25 and eotU. 
Fined $22 and eosts. 
Fined $5 and costs. 

Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $22 and costs. 
Fined $25: 
Acquitted. 
Fined $25 and costs. 



Fined $25 
Fined $25 
Fined $25 
Fined $25 
Fined $25 



and costs, 
and costs, 
and costs, 
and costs, 
and costs. 



Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $^ and costs. 
Fined $«» and costs. 
Fined $15 and costs. 
Fined $26 and CQ8t& 

Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. . 
Fmed $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 

Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $5 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $5 and casta. 
Suspended. 

Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Fined $25 and costs. 
Suspended. 
Fmed $25 and costs. 



•Appealed. 
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COURT PROCEEDINGS. 

FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1910. 



CASE NO. 393. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN HABT. 

Charge: Selling oleomargarine artificially colored. 

In police court, city of Detroit. Complaint made October 19, 1905. October 
19, 1905: Defendant waived examination. Bound over to recorder's court for the 
city of Detroit for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 397. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN HART. 

Charge: Selling oleomargarine artificially colored. 

In police court, city of Detroit Complaint made October 19, 1905. October 
21, 1905: Defendant waived examination. Bound over to the recorder's court 
for the city of Detroit for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 419. 

PEOFUC vs. BOBEBT E. EEXSWOBTH. 

Charge:- Selling crushed fruit' containing formaldehyde. 

In justice court, city of Alpena. Complaint made July 2, 1906. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 499. 

PEOPLE vs. HENBY J. BBE8SON. 

Charge: Selling adulterated sausage. 

In recorder's court, city of Kalamazoo. Complaint made November 20, 1907. 
December 28, 1907: Examination held. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 500. 

PEOPLE VS. I TEN BY VBEDEVOOGD. 

Charge: Selling adulterated sausage. 

In recorder's court, city of Kalamazoo. Complaint made November 20, 1907. 
December 28, 1907: Examination held. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 501. 

PEOPLE VS. HENBY J. PHHXIPP. 

Charge: Selling adulterated sausage. 

In recorder's court, city of Kalamazoo. Complaint made Noyember 20. 1907. 
December 28, 1907: Examination held. Case pending. 
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CASE NO. 620. 

PflX)PLE VS. JOHN HABT. 

Charge: Obstructing an inspector in the performance of his duties. 

In police court, city of petroit. December Zl, 1908. Complaint made. April 
23, 1909: Defendant convicted and fined $20 and costs. Time in which to file 
bill of exceptions asked for and granted. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 542. 

PEOPLE vs. AIX>NZO L. HABT. 

Charge: Selling colored oleomargarine. 

In police court, city of Detroit. April 21, 1909: Complaint made. May 11, 
1909: Examination held. Defendant waived examination and was bound over 
to the recorder's court for trial. October 2, 1909: Defendant convicted. Fined 
$50. 

CASE NO. 549. 

PEOPLE VS. J. C. STEVENSON. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, city of Jackson. July 7, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 550. 

PEOPLE VS. MABTIN NOON. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Jackson. July 7, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 551. 

PEOPLE VS. JAMES COBBETT. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Jackson. July 7, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 552. 

PEOPLE VS. CLABENCE SMITH. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Jackson.' July 7, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. ^ 

CASE NO. 553. 

PEOPLE VS. ADELBEBT J. HABWOOD. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Hillsdale. July 9, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 
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CASE NO. 654. 



PEOPLE VS. S. ANDERSON. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. ^ 

In Justice court, city of Hillsdale. July 9. 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 



CASE NO. 555. 

PEOPLE VS. WM. MCGREGOR. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Hillsdale. July 9, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 



CASE NO. 556. 

PEOPLE VS. GEORGE TAYLOR. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Plymouth. July 15, 1909: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Pined $10 and costs. 



CASE NO. 557. 

PEOPLE vs. FRANK DEDRICK. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Plymouth. July 15, 1909: Complaint made. August 
3, 1909: Defendant acquitted. 



CASE NO. 558. 

PEOPLE VS. CHARLES BURTON A GRACE ORABLE. 

Charge: Selling ice cream below standard. 

In police court, city of Detroit. July 20, 1909: Complaint made. August 18, 
1909: Case dismissed. 



CASE NO. 559. 

PEOPLE VS. CHARLES BURTON & GRACE GRABLE. 

Charge: Selling ice cream below standard. 

In police court, city of Detroit. August 7, 1909: Complaint made. November 
22, 1909: Case dismissed. 



CASE NO. 560. 

PEOPLE VS. JAMES CASSAROO. 

Charge: Selling Ice cream below standard. 

In police court, city of Detroit. August 7, 1909: Coipplaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Pined $25. 
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CASE NO. 561. 

PEOPLE VS. BOBAIA'NO GRIZANO. ^ 

Charge: Selling ice cream below standard. 

In police court, city of Detroit. August 7, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25. 

CASE NO. 562. 

PEOPLE VS. STANDARD ICE CBBAM CO. 

Charge: Selling ice cream below standard. 

In police court, city of Detroit. August 23, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25. 

« 

CASE NO. 563. 

PEOPLE vs. ANTONIO MONXEBOSSO. 

Charge: Selling ice cream below standard. 

In police court, city of Detroit. September 20, 1909: Complaint made. Sep- 
tember 27, 1909: Defendant convicted. Fined $25. 

CASE NO. 564. 

PEOPLE VS. MARSHALL B. SOPP. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
• In justice court, city of -Howell. October 8, 1909: Complaint made. November 
29: Defendant acquitted. 

CASE NO. 565. 

PEOPLE VS. P. FREDERICKSON. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Howell. October 8, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined. $10. 

» 

CASE NO. 566. 

PEOPLE VS. ELMER D. WELLER. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 567. 

PEOPLE VS. HENRY CROOP. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village 'of Webberville. October 13, 1909: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 
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CASE NO. 668. 



PEOPL£ VS. FXX>YD LEMUNYON. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909: 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made 



CASE NO. 569. 



PEOPI£ VS. A. C. PiaiKINS. 



•Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909; 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made 



CASE NO. 570. 



PEOPLE VS. CHABLES SOULE. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909; 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made 



CASE NO. 571. 



PEOPLE VS. CHASLES SOPP. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909: 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made 



CASE NO. 572. 



PEOPLE vs. FBED HOUGIILAND. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909: 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made. 



CASE NO. 573. 



PEOPLE vs. LACY GBIEB. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made. 



CASE NO. 574. 



PEOPLE VS. AUGUST WITT. 



Charge: Selling adulterated - milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made. 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 



87 



CASE NO. 575. 



PEOPLE VS. STEPHEN HOBTON. 

Charge: ' Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, yillage of WebbervlUe. October 13, 1909: 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made. 



CASE NO. 576. 



PEOPLE VS. HENRY WHITE. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made. 



CASE NO. 577. 



PEOPLE VS. BEBT SIMPSON. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made. 



CASE NO. 578. 



PEOPLE VS. OWEN W. ACKEB. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made. 



CASE NO. 579. ' 



PEOPLE vs. CHABLES SPENCEB. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909: 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made 



CASE NO. 580. 



PEOPLE vs. BEBT BELL. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made. 



CASE NO. 581. 



PEOPLE VS. H. H. SMITH. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



Complaint made. 
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CASE NO. 582. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN SNYDER. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Webberville. October 13, 1909:, Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 583. 

PEOPLE VS. FBANK BBOWN. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Jackson. October 22, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 584. 

PEOPLE vs. ALONZO L. HABT. 

Charge: Illegal sale of oleomargarine. 

In police court, city of Detroit. October 26, 1909: Complaint made. Novem- 
ber 16, 1909: - Defendant bound over to recorder's court. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 585. 

PEOPLE VS. A. J. ELWELL. 

Charge: Illegal sale of oleomargarine: 

In police court, city of Detroit. October 26, 1909: Complaint made. February 
2, 1910: Defendant convicted. Sentence deferred. 

CASE NO. 586. 

PEOPLE VS. S. J. BURKE. 

Charge: Illegal sale of oleomargarine. 

In police court, city of Detroit. October 26, 1909: Complaint made. November 
30, 1909: Case dismissed. 

CASE NO. 587. 

PEOPLE vs. H. P. COHEN. 

Charge: Illegal sale of oleomar;2:arine. 

In police court, city of Detroit. October 26, 1909: Complaint made. November 
30, 1909: Defendant discharged. 

CASE NO. 588. 

PEOPLE vs. EUGENE FLEMING. 

■ 

Charge: Selling milk from cows kept upon garbage or other substance in a 
state of fermentation or putrefaction. 

In justice court, city of Flint. October 29, 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $50. 
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CASE NO. 589. 

PEOPLE VS. GEOBOE 8. B. STREET. 

Charge: Selling milk from a herd of cows kept in connection with a family 
in which an infectious disease existed, viz. typhoid fever. 

In justice court, city of Lansing. November 5, 1909: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 590. 

PEOPLE VS. GUY M. HALL. 

Charge: Selling milk from a herd of cows kept in connection with a family in 
which an infectious disease existed, viz. typhoid fever. 

In justice court, city of Lansing. November 5, 1909: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 591. 

PEOPLE vs. MAX J. ELWEIX. 

Charge: Refusal to permit inspection. 

In police court, city of Detroit November , 1909: Complaint made. Defendant 
acquitted. 

CASE NO. 592. 

« 

PEOPLE vs. MYRON YOUNG. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court,' city of Battle Creek. December 3, 1909: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $100. 

CASE NO. 593. 

PEOPLE vs. JAMES HARBOURNE. 

Charge: Selling milk without a license. 

In police court, city of Bay City. December 7, 1909: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5. 

CASE NO. 594. 

PEOPLE vs. ELMER E. WELLS. 

Charge: Selling diseased meat. 

In justice court, city of Allegan. December 10, 1909: Complaint made. Decem- 
ber 14, 1909: Examination held. Defendant bound over. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 595. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN SEEDES. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In municipal court, city of Owosso. December 10, 1909: Complaint made. 
December 23, 1909: Defendant convicted. Fined $12.81 costs. 
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CASE NO. 696. 



PEX>PLE VS. JACOB BOOKUS. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, city of Holland. De(iember 16, 1909: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



CASE NO. 597. 

PB0PL£ VS. OEBBIT KOPENGA. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, city of Holland. December 16, 1909: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 



CASE NO. 598. 

PEOPLE VS. ELMEB E. WELLS. 

Charge: Selling diseased meat. 

In police court, city of Grand Rapids. December 16, 1909: Complaint made. 
December 17, 1909: Defendant bound over. March 2, 1910: Defendant convicted. 
Fined $250 and costs and 90 days in Detroit House of Correction. 



CASE NO. 699. 

PEOPLE VS. BENJAMIN LININQEB. 

Charge: Selling diseased meat. 

In police court, city of Traverse City. March 22, 1909: Complaint made. De- 
fendant convicted. March 7, 1910: Defendant fined $100. 

CASE NO. 600. 

PEOPLE vs. WM. WBTQHT. 

Charge: Selling diseased meat. March 25, 1909: Complaint made. Trial by 
Jury. Disagreement. Case nolle pressed. 

CASE NO. 601. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN GBIMSKI. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 6, 1910: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $35 and costs. 

CASE NO. 602. 

PEOPLE vs. STANLEY KVEACKL 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 6, 1910: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 
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CASE NO. 603. 



peopm: vs. b. nowowski. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 6, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 604. 



PEOPLE VS. FRANK OSOSKI. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 6, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $28 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 605. 



PEOPLE vs. QEX>BGE PINKEBTON. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 6, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 606. 



PEOPLE VS. JOSEPH WBUBEL. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 7, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 607. 



PEOPLE vs. F. GWISDALLA. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 10, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 608. 



PEOPLE vs. G. DUFFBEN. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 10, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 609. 



PEOPLE vs. J. BUMPTZ. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Ubly. January 10, 1910: Complaint made, 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Defjnd- 
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CASE NO. 610. 



PEOPLE VS. A. DUFFOEN. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 10, 1910: Complaint made, 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Defend- 



CASE NO. 611. 



PEOPLE VS. PAUL LAPPAK. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 10, 1910: 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. Defend- 



CASE NO. 612. 



PEOPLE vs. F. MUUOLSKL 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 11, 1910: 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. Defend- 



CASE NO. 613. 



PEOPLE vs. E. PALATCY. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 11, 1910 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. Defend- 



CASE NO. 614. 



PEOPLE VS. P. SHUBERT. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 11, 1910; 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. Defend- 



CASE NO. 615. 



PEOPLE VS. J. LEE. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. .January 11. 1910 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made Defend- 



CASE NO. 616. 



PEOPLE VS. M. GORNOWITCY. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Uhly. January 11, 1910: 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. Defend 
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CASE NO. 617. 



PEOPLE VS. C. DAWSON. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 11, 1910: 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. Defend- 



CASE NO. 618. 



PEOPLE VS. ALBERT HILL. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 11, 1910: 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |22 and costs. 



Complaint made. Defend- 



CASE NO. 619. 



PEOPLE VS. LONZO HILL. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 620. 



PEOPLE VS. EPHBIAM GINGRICH. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 621. 



PEOPLE vs. A. OSONTOSKA. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 622. 



PEOPLE vs. A. CBIFKA. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 623. 



PEOPU: vs. J. PUDDOCK. 



Charge: . Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 
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CASE NO. 624. 



PEOPLE VS. T. 0S0NT08KI, JB. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 625. 



PEOPLE VS. WM. KITCHEN. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 626. 

PEOPLE VS. Q. STAIBSKA. 

Charge:' Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint oAde. De- 



CASE NO. 627. 



PEOPLE VS. EDWABD HUBFOBD. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 628. 



PEOPLE VS. WM. G. BBODBN. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 629. 



PEOPUC vs. P. PYNTKOWSKI. 

■ 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 630. 

PEOPLE V. THEO. SHAINA. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 
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CASE NO. 631. 



PEOPLE VS. y. BBEZEZnVSKI. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASB NO. 632. 



PEOPLE VS. MBS. P. WIESBISKL 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 12, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 633. 



PEOPLE VS. P. SUSEUA. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 13, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



OASB NO. 634. 

PEOPLE VS. A. MONTGOMEBT. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Uhly. January 13, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De* 



CASE NO. 685. 



PEOPLE VS. O. CAGES. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 13, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 636. 



PEOPLE VS. T. OSONTOSKI, SB. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 13, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 637. 



PEOPLE VS. W. PETEB. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 13, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 
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CASE SO. €38. 



PEOPLE VS. JOHX MUHOOICK. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In juHtfce court, village of n>ly. January 13, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of gnilty. Piced $25 and ooets. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 639. 



PEOPL£ VS. A. GROfSKI. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court. Tillage of Ubly. January 13. 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



CompHlnt made. De- 



CASE NO. 640. 



Fcmnx vs. w. fbaxzel. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 13, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and coets. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASB NO. 641. 



PEOPLE vs. A. JANAWIEAK. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 13, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 642. 



PEOPLE VS. A. KALA8KT. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 13, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASB NO. 643. 



Pn>PLE V. AI7THONY BTIPKA. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 13, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASB NO. 644. 



PEOPUS vs. J. WYAB8. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 14, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 
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CASE NO. 645. 



PEOPLE VS. J. LETTCH. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 14, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



'# 



CASE NO. 646. 



Complaint made. Do- 



people vs. PHILO BICHABDSON. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 14, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 647. 



PEOPLE VS. J. PrOFF. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 14, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. Do- 



CASE NO. 648. 



PEOPLE vs. A. KINO. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 14, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 649. 



PEOPLE VS. J. MCINTYBE. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 14, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASB NO. 650. 



PEOPLE VS. J. PURNSKI. 

Charge: Selling adulterated mill». 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a ple^ of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 651. 



PEOPLE VS. J. WHEELER. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk: 
In justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 

13 



Complaint made. Defend- 
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CASE NO. 652. 



PBOFLS VS. A. OBEBSKI. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $26 and costs. 



Complaint rjade. De- 



CASE NO. 658. 



PEOPLE VS. 8. GODEI78KI. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 654. 



PEOPLE VS. A. TSCHIRABT. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. ' 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complains made. De- 



CASE NO. 655. 



PEOPLE VS. p. NICKLAS. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 656. 



PEOPLE VS. A. BIZBMEK. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 657. 



PEOPLE vs. A. STEVENSON. 



Charge: ' Selling adulterated milk: 
In Justloe court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. Defend- 



. CASE NO. 658. 



PEOPLE VS. J. AIXISON. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 
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CASE NO. 659. 



PEOPLE VS. W. SCOTT CHAMBEB8. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 660. 



PEOPLE vs. J. BLATLOCK. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 661. 



PEOPLE VS. A. HANSON. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint niade. De- 



CASE NO. 662. 



PEOPLE VS. OEOBGE WHITELONE. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 15, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined ^25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 663. 



PEOPLE VS. WILLIAM SMITH. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 18, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De< 



CASE NO. 664. 



PEOPLE VS. MBS. WESTERN. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 18, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 665. 



PEOPLE VS. 6E0BGE KEELEB. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 18, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 
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CASB NO. 666. 



FEOPUB VS. CHAS. CHAPMAN. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, village of Ubly. January 20, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |22 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASB NO. 667. 



FBOFLB vs. EDWABO RAMSTEIN. 

Charge: Selling adulterated buckwheat flour. 
In police court, city of Port Huron. January 20, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined. |25. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 668. 



PEOPLE VS. FRANK BUHK 



Charge: Retailing oleomargarine without displaying sign. 
In police court, city of Detroit. January 28, 1910: Complaint made. 
20, 1910: Defendant acquitted. 



April 



CASE NO. 669. 



PEOPLE VS. E. GBOVENBEBO. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, city of Lansing. February 1, 1910: 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. Defend- 



CASE NO. 670. 



PEOPLE VS. F. L. SMITH. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, city of Lansing. February 2, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 671. 



PEOPLE VS. A. HILL. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, city of Lansing. February 8, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 672. 



PEOPLE VS. PKXCB CLSVEN. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, city of Lansing. February 3, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 
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CASE NO. 673. 



PW»LB vs. C. WEINERT. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February 4, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 674. 



PEOPLE VS. BAT IiAOUE. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February 4, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 675. 



PEOPLE VS. H. A. MUNGEB. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February* 4, 1910 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 676. 



PEOPUS vs. M. O. ABMBTBONG. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February 7, 1910. 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. *De- 



CASB NO. 677. 



PEOPLE VS. W. £. BELLOWS. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February 7, 1910. 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 678. 



PEOPLE VS. THEODORE BCHAVET. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

February 7, 1910: Complaint made. February 25, 1910. 
by Jury. Fined $15 and costs. Case appealed; 



Defendant convicted 



CASE NO. 679. 



PEOPLE VS. E. SHADDUCK. 



Charge:' Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February 8, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 
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CASE NO. 680. 



PEOPLE VS. QEOROB FEBBIS. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of LAnsing. February 8, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 681. 



PEOPLE VS. OOBNELTUS POWXXI*. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In justice court, city of Lansing. February 9, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 682. 



PEOPLE vs. JOE COLBY. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February 9, 1910; 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. «Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 683. 



PEOPLE vs. FLOYD D. RIPLEY. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February 9, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 684. 



PEOPLE VS. J. J. SHOW. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 685. 



PEOPLE VS. FRANK SHADDUCK. 



Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 
In Justice court, city of Lansing. February 15, 1910: 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Complaint made. De- 



CASE NO. 686. 



PEOPLE vs. THOMAS BOONE. 



Charge: Selling milk without first procuring a state license. 
In police court, city of Grand Rapids. February 24, 1910. Complaint made, 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 



De- 



CASE NO. 687. 

PEOPLE vs. ANDBEW HANSON, MOB. ALPENA BOLLEB MILLS. 

Charge: Selling adulterated buckwheat flour. 
In Justice court, city of Alpena. March 1, 1910: Complaint made, 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



Defendant 
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CASE NO. 688. 

FBOFLB ¥8. OBOBGE ATKINSON. 

Charge: Selling milk without first procuring a state license. 
In police court, city of Grand Rapids. March 3, 1910: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 689. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN GRAHAM. 

Charge: Serving oleomargarine in dining room without displaying sign. 

In Justice court, city of Lapeer. March 15, 1910: Complaint made. Defendant 
was bound over and entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended on payment 
of costs. 

CASE NO. 690. 

PEOPLE VS. WM. BEAUMONT. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Lansing. April 11, 1910: Complaint made. Defend 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $26 and costs. 

CASE NO. 691. 

PEOPLE VS. HENBT KRAFT. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Lansing. April 11, 1910: Complaint made. Defend* 
ai^t entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 692. 

PEOPLE vs. CHARLES MAIER. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Lansing. April 12, 1910: Complaint made. Defend- 
ant entered a plea of guilty. BMned |25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 693. 

PEOPLE VS. ALBERT BURR. 

Charge: Selling milk without first procuring a state license. 
In police court, city of Detroit April 15, 1910: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended. 

CASE NO. 694. 

♦people vs. C. F. SMITH. 

In police court, city of Detroit. May 3, 1910: Complaint made. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 695. 

PEOPLE VS. LOUIS TIMMER. 

Charge: Selling ice cream helow the legal standard. 

In police court, city of Grand Rapids. May 5, 1910: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 



^Acquitted September 30. 1910. 



FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 



FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 

From July 1, 1909, to June 30, 1910. 

Funds available July 1. 1909 $35,000 00 

Fees collected for registration of creameries, cheese factories, etc 3,600 00 

License fees collected for concentrated commercial feeding stufts 6,620 00 

Fees collected for milk dealers' licenses 1,527 00 

Fees collected for ice cream manufacturers' licenses 1,815 00 

Test tubes sold , 17 40 



948,579 40 



DISBUBSEMENTS. 

A. C. Bird, Commissioner, salary $1,807 66 

Colon C. Lillie, Commissioner, salary 164 80 

Colon C. Lillie, Deputy Commissioner, salary 1,376 40 

^N. P. Hull, Deputy Commissioner, salary 123 60 

Floyd W. Robison, State Analyst, salary 2,000 00 

L H. Van Wormer, Assistant Chemist, salary 1,200 00 

M. J. Smith, Chief Clerk, salary 1,324 10 

Ida M. Harris, Clerk, salary 1,000 00 

Henry W. Kiekintveld, Clerk, salary 1,000 00 

Osmond C. Howe, Clerk, salary 1,000 00 

F. S. Dunks, Clerk, salary 1,000 00 

W. E. Robison, Clerk, salary 1,082 80 

N. P. Hull, Clerk, salary 99 07 

John B. Barron, Clerk, salary 237 50 

John Munn, Clerk, salary 237 50 

E. N. Gardner, Clerk, salary 237 50 

Mabel Mosher, Clerk, salary 529 60 

A. Anderson, Clerk, salary 315 90 

Mabel Oliver, Clerk, salary 415 80 

Norman L. Mattice, Clerk, salary 113 00 

C. C. McClelland, Clerk, salary 250 00 

Lefa Wallace, Clerk, salary 250 00 

B. M. Fuller, Clerk, salary 39 16 

Howard Goodspeed, Clerk, salary 168 40 

F. B. Stafford, Clerk, salary 214 02 

Seth A. L. Warner, Clerk, salary 237 50 

Wm. V. Prybeski, Clerk, salary 229 64 

Bertha A. Young, Clerk, salary 584 20 

Henry Palen, Clerk, salary 613 59 

Oilman M. Dame, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

Joseph Schnitzer, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

James B. Jacklin, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

B. A. Haven, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

Chas. H. Dear, Regular Inspector, ' salary 941 64 

C. J. Bird, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

Claude A. Grove, Regular Inspector, salary 745 84 

Harold S. Bird, Regular Inspector, salary 135 83 

Robert Holdsworth, Regular Inspector, salary 84 20 

N. P. Hull, Special Inspector, salary 285 00 

B. M. Fuller, Special Inspector, salary 900 00 

John B. Barron, Special Inspector, salary 624 00 
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John Munn, Special Inspector, salary $705 00 

E. N. Gardner, Special Inspector, salary 705 00 

F. E. Stafford, Special Inspector, salary 597 00 

Seth A. I/. Warner, Special Inspector, salary 624 00 

Wm. V. Prybeskl, Special Inspector, salary 597 00 

H. J. Credlcott, Special Inspector, salary 92 00 

J. Oliver Linton, Special Inspector, salary 100 00 

M. L. Tower, Special Inspector, salary ' lOO 00 

Lawrence Howd, Special Inspector, salary 100 00 

Walter Mosher, Special Inspector, salary 100 00 

Roy W. Brown, Special Inspector, salary 100 00 

B. R. Baldwin, Special Inspector, salary 100 00 

C. W. Edwards, Special Inspector, salary 38 71 

Robert Holdsworth, Special Inspector, salary 105 00 

Wm. Sorenson, Special Inspector, salary 100 00 

J. C. Joslin, Special Inspector, salary 19 00 

Postage 1,487 62 

Chemicals, laboratory, supplies, etc 1,121 21 

General expense (see statement following) 15,274 55 

By balance 45 06 



$48,579 40 

GENERAL EXPENSE INCLUDES. 

A. C. Bird, Commissioner, expenses $792 06 

Colon C. Lillie, expenses 663 51 

Floyd W. Robison 443 74 

L. H. Van Wormer, expenses 22 79 

Osmond C. Howe, expenses 528 02 

W. E. Robison, expenses 91 20 

Oilman M. Dame, expenses 777 99 

Joseph Schnitzer, expenses 643 94 

James E. Jacklin, expenses 494 21 

Chas. H. Dear, expenses 839 12 

E. A. Haven, expenses 997 34 

N. P. Hull, expenses 368 50 

John B. Barron, expenses 650 69 

John Munn, expenses 729 67 

E. N. Gardner, expenses 850 34 

C. J. Bird, expenses 612 25 

A. Anderson, expenses 24 40 

Claude A. Grove, expenses 577 32 

Harold S. Bird, expenses 204 31 

C. C. McClelland, expenses 149 81 

B. M. Fuller, expenses 974 61 

J. Oliver Linton, expenses % ... 101 19 

M. L. Tower, expenses 112 74 

Lawrence Howd, expenses 63 68 

Walter Mosher, expenses 50 80 

Roy W. Brown, expenses 107 38 

E. R. Baldwin, expenses .* . . 109 04 

C. W. EJdwards, expenses 41 69 

Robert Holdsworth, expenses 208 53 

F. E. Stafford, expenses 563 51 

Seth A. L. Warner, expenses 781 44 

Wm. V. Prybeskl, expenses 722 91 

Wm. Sorenson, expenses 11 82 

Henry P. Palen, expenses 2 88 

Express ^ 631 79 

Message 266 79 

Freight and cartage *. . 14 00 

Incidentals , 48 54 

$15,274 55 



CREAMERIES AND CHEESE FACTORIES. 



REGISTERED CREAMERIES, CHEESE FACTORIES, SKIMMING 

STATIONS, RECEIVING STATIONS, CONDENSED 

MILK FACTORIES AND MILK DEPOTS. 

FOR THE REGISTRATION YEAR BEGINNING APRIL 1,1910. 



Name. 
Johnson Creamery, 



Otsego Creamerv, 

Dorr Creamery Co., 

Pearle Creamery Co., 

Sprlngdate Cheese Factory, 

wayland Creamery Co., 

Oveiisel Creamery Co., 

Cbicora Skimming Station, 

Hopkins Creamery Co., 

Monterey Skimming Station, 

Miner Lake Skimming Station, 

Kellogg Creamery Co^ 

Bentheim Creamery Co., 

Oakland Creamery Co., 

Salem Creamery, 

Skimming Station Trowbridge Twp., 

Fillmore Cooperative Creamery Co., 

Hamilton Skimming Station, 

Allegan Creamery A Cold Storage Co., 

HiUiards Creamenr, 

Daisy Creamery Co., 

Bradley Skimming Station, 

Moline Cooperative Creamery Co., 

East Saugatuck Creamery Co., 

Moline Skimming Station, 

Riverside Cheese Factory, 



Alpena Farm Products Co. Creamery, 



Kewadin Creamery, 
Antrim Butter Co. Creamery. 
Central Lake Skimming Station, 
Atwood Cream Station, 
Intermediate Valley Creamery Co., 

Mancelona Creamery, 



D. Henry A Co., (creamery), 
Sterling Cooperative Creamery Ass'n, 
Standlsh Creamery, 
H. M. Schmidt Co. (cheese factory), 
Turner Creamery Co., ltd, 



Woodland Creamery (Do., 
Freeport Creamery Oo., 
Nashville CJreamerv Co., 
Hastings Crystal (^amery, 
Dowling Skimming Station, 
MiddleviUe Oeamery Co., 
Hickory Comers Oeamery, 



ALCONA COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 
Mrs. H. S. Johnson, 

ALLEGAN COUNTY. 

C. I. CHirry, 
E. S. Botsford. • 
C. W. Holton, 
M. W. Hicks, 
E. W. Pickett, 
John Peters, 
Chas. Linton, 
H. H. Stroud. 
Hopkins Creamery Co., 
Hopldns Oeamery Co., 
A. N. Hamlin, 
Albert Smoes, Jr., 
Jacob Vredeveld, 
Glen Overton, 
Goblevllle Oeamery Co., 
Henry J. Kleinheksel, 
Phoenix Cheese Co., 
CJhas. Kemmer, 
Frank Jankoski, 
Qenit Heneveld, 
Rudell Creamery. 
George Howe, 
John Seiblink, 
Sanitary Milk Ck>., 
Ida M. Buskirk, 

ALPENA COUNTY. 

W. B. Roberson, 

ANTRIM COUNTY. 

Robert L. Wilson, 
Jackson & Elzinga, 
Wm. A. McCool, 
Jackson & Elzenga, 



Post office. 
Harrls\111e. «^ 



Otsego. *^ 
Dorr. *^ 
FennvlUe.*^ ^ 
Hopkins. <^ 
Wayland. *^ 
Holland No. 9a^ 
Bloomingdale. «^ 
Hopkins.<< 
Hopkins.'^ 
Hopkins.*^ 



Allegan, No. 7. ' >' 



Hamilton. No. 3.' 
Hamilton. No. 1-/ 
Burnips Comers. •^ 
Goble\111e. -^ ^ 
Holland, Npr. 5. y" 



Intermediate Valley Oeamery 

Co., 
Mancelona Creamery Co., 

ARENAC COUNTY. 



Zeeland.;^' 
Allegan.*^> 
Hilliardsr y 

Holland. No. 1^^ 
Grand Rapid>.*'^ 
Moline. ^ y' 
East Saugatuck^ 
Grand Rapids. "^ y 
Hopkins, No. Ik 



Alpena, \/ 



Kewadin. v/ 
Ellsworth, ^ y 
Traverse aty.*^ 
Ellsworth. • 



BeUalre. ^ . 
Mancelona. *^ 



I. A. Shaver, 
James Adams, 
Mrs. T. R. Burr, 
H. M. Schmidt Co., 
Roy P. Eymer, 

BARRY COUNTY. 

B. S. Holly. 
Board of Directors, 
A. C. Siebert, 
J. A. Rockwood, 
Bums CJreamery Co., 
F. O. Stokoe, 
John D. Kniper, 



Omer. '^ 
Standish. $/^ 



Sterling 



ry. 



Saginaw. 
Turner. 



Woodland.*^ . 
Freeport. i*^v< 
Nash%'ille. t/V . 
Hastings, *^ X 
Grand Rapids. *^ 
MiddleviUe. ^ 
Hickory Ctomers 



112 



STATE OF MICHIGAII. 



BAY COrXTY. 



FzMoiuaaiusi CreaxatTT, 
B»7 Clly CreaaaerT Co.. 
liQvood Hkiamur^ BiaXiosL. 
Berser* Bhck Cboeve Factorr. 
Gwfiekl Cljeese f Mrtorj. 
Morjitor Cbe«*e FmcUxj. 
FistcaoDinm CkeameTy Co.. 
Bea^'er Cbeeee Factoix. 
Autmm Cheese F»ct4N7. 
VftBold Bros. CteainerT. 
WUttaoM Twp, 8kimiainc Stalloa, 
Uovood Slomixuac Statioo. 



Mr*. Quirt Xeui 

TbomaF £. Web»4«r. 
i<riin Beivpr. 
Wm. H. Beed. 
LeRoj Bejnokis, 
Ctiac 6&ss:. 
H. IL Sdmndt. 
lohn IL Nufiei'. 
VaficMBrae^ 
VafioM Bras^ 
V; 



Baj Oty. X«. 5, SuUon A. " 

Bu CUT' ^ 

Baj est J. 

Bar City. SUlMi A. ^ 

nnooDiiins- ^ / 

Bay Ot^. Ko, 4, StatiOD A. ^ 

Pincnnnm^ 

Saafnav. ^y 



Aubam-'X 
lljdlaiMiy 
MKQaiMl. 
Midlaiid. 



Banc* Ckeamery Co.. 



L. L. DnJbe Creamenr, 



BARAGA COUXTY. 
Qyde Svank. 

BENZIE COUXTY, 
L.L. 



. No. 1.*^ 



Bi«bop Creamery Co. (deodora), 

Buchaoao Creamery Co.. 

Twin Oty Creamery Co.. 

Hartford SUmminc Station. 

Coloma Creamery Asa'n 

Berrien Center Elcin Creamery Co.. 

Millburf Creamery Ass'n. 

WatervUet Creamery Co.. 

0t. Joaepli Oeamery Co., 

Oronoko Oeamery Co., 

Thorinim Miilc Depot. 

Weat Micb. Dairy Millc Depot. 

Dayton Creamery Co.. 

Gafien Creamery Co.. Ltd., 

Three Oalu Creamery, 

Hinchman Creamery (Oronoko), 

Nilefl Creamery Co.. 

Pipestone Jersey Creamery, 

E. E. Bouaer Milk Depot, 



BERRIEN COUNTY. 

Jack Bisiiop. 

Jack Bishop, 

W. T. Parke. 

Twin Qty Creamery Co.. 

Geo. W. Grant. 

A. S. Rlcketts. Prea., 

Chas. S. Reynolds. 

W. M. Baldwin, Secy., 

Blanvelt Bros.. 

J. C. HoUenbeck. 

D. A. J. Thorbum, 
Barlow Bros., 

F. A. Koenicshof, 

E. A. Blakeslee. 
Robert A. Bacon, Ifsr., 
A. C. Miller. 

C. R. Smith, 
Geo. T. Yetter, 
£. E. Rouser, 



an. 1 
Buchanan. I 
Benton Haipor.L' 
Benton HuDor.' y 
CWoma,^^ / 
Benten Center. ^ / 

Benton Harbor. Ncy 3. *^ 
Watervttet. y 
St. Jose|^. ' ^ 
Berrien Sprincs, / 
Benton Har^. ^ 
St. Joeepfa. tT^ 



Three Oaks. ' 
Benien Sprinc^ 
Niles. ¥ / 
Eau Claire. V , 
Benton Harbor. « 



/ 



Union City Creamery Co., 
Bronson Cooperative Creamery Co., 

8uiney Creamery, 
old water Crearoerr. 
Batavia Farm Products Co., 
Btrinctown Cheese Factory, 



BRANCH COUNTY. 

Qyde H. Stroh, 

A. J. Ashbreck. 

Lockerby. Lovejoy & Miller, 

L. C. Waite. 

£. £. Eggleston. Mgr., 

Loren A. Downer, 






Union Qt: 
Bronson. 
Quincy. 
Cold water. 
Batavia. •' ^ 
Quincy. R. F. D. 



/ 



Johnson Milk Depot, 
Albion Creamery, 
Nottawa Valley Creamery Co., 
Burlincton Creamery Co., 
MarHhall Creamery Co.. 
Utchfleld nutter Co. (Homer), 
TekotiNha Cooperative Cheese Co., 
Battle Creek Milk Deoot. 
Brown'H Creamery Sc Milk Depot, 
Joppa Skimming Station, 
Sanitarium Creamery. 



CALHOUN COUNTY. 

C. A. A T. H. Johnson, 

E. DeMuth. 

R. P. Wisner, 

Wm. H. Melody, 

E. E. Simmons, 

Litchfield Butter Co., 

Bert Shedd. 

Milk Producers Co., 

W. H. Brown, 

C. L. Daley. 

Mich. Sanitarium & Ben't 



Battle CrMk, '^ 
Albion, -^y^ 
Athens, t^ 
BurUngton. 
Marshall^^ y 
Litchfield. /^ 
Tekonsha. ^ ^ 
Battle Creek. ^^ 
Battle Creek. ^^ 
East LeRoy. 'V 
A6sn,Battle Creek.K 



/ 



CasBopolis Creamery Co., 
Dowa«iac Creamery & Butter Co., 
Marcellus Creamery Co., 
Vandalla Creamery Co., 
Jones Creamery Co., 
Edwardsburg Creamery Co., 



CASS COUNTY. 

H. P. Thomas, Sec'y., 
S. H. Straub. 
L. W. Felker, 
Geo. Longsduff, 
R. L. Schell, 
H. B. Hicks, 



CassopoUs. ^ 
Dowagiac^^ 
Marcellus^ 
Vandalia;^/^ 
Jones, y^ -^ 

Edwardsburg No. 2. 



/ 



X. L. Produce Co., Creamery, 
Peter Block Cheese Factory, 
McCadam Creamery Co.. 



CHARLEVOIX COUNTY. 

Block Bros., 
Peter Block, 
W. F. McCadam. 



Charlevoix, ^^y 
East Jordan. ^ 



Charlevoix. 
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Name. 

Alverao Creamery, 

Risss\1Ile Creamery Butter Co., 



W. H. StribUng Milk Depot. 
Rofiedale Creamery Co., 
Rudyard Dairy Ass'n, 



Farwell Cheese & Creamery Co., 
Michigan Creamery (Clare), 
Lake Cheese Factory, 



CHEBOYGAN COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

Alverno Creamery Co., 
M. J. Engelbrecht, 

CHIPPEWA COUNTY. 

W. H. Stribling, 
Walter W. Dennis, Pres., 
N. DeKruyters, Sec'y, 

CLARE COUNTY, 

R. J. Powell. 

F. W. Glass, Mgr., 

Tyron & Spring, 

CLINTON COUNTY. 



Burk & Reist, 
N. H. Gellar. 
Co\'erdale & Dear, 
F. V. Bennett, Mgr.. 



Burk & Reist Cheese Co., 

Fowler Creamery Co., 

Eureka Cheese Factory, 

Elsie Creamery Sc Cheese Factory, 

Warner A Freeman Cheese Fac'y (Ovid), Warner & Freeman, 

Clinton Butter Co., (St. Johns), F. M. Spaulding, Mgr., 

Westphalia Creamery, Anthonv P. Arens, 

Curtis A Curtis Creamery, Curtis & Curtis, 

Warner & Freeman Cheese Fac'y (Elsie), Warner & Freeman, 



PostofBce. 

Alverno. ; 
Cbeboygan. ^ . 



Sault Ste. Marie., y' 
Sault Ste. Marie. -^ 
Rudyard. ^^/ 

Farwell. 'z 
Saginaw/ 
Lake, tr 



Maple RapMs 



y 



Fowler. ^ 
Eureka.^ 
Elsie. ^,y 
Fenton. ^ / 
St. Johns. ^// 
Westphalia,^:?^ 
DeWitt. r7^ 
Fenton.*^ 



Escanaba Creamery, 
ShaefTer Cheese Co., 



Best Bros. Creamery, 
Norway Oeamery (3o., 



Vermont \ille Creamery, 

Eaton Rapids C^amery, 

Mulliken Creamery Co., 

Island C^ity Oeamery (Grand Ledge), 

Clover Leaf Creamery ((Charlotte), 

SunHeld C?reamery, 



Petoskey Creamery, 



Davison Oeamery, 



DELTA COUNTY. 

Martin Hendrickson, 
Paul Chollette, 

DICKINSON COUNTY. 

Best Bros., 
F. (Ik>peland, 

EATON COUNTY. 

Sakewitz. McMillan & Bowman, 

A. M. Smith 9l Co., 

James Mead, 

F. E. Allen, 

W. T. Leonard & Co., 

R. E. Sunderlln, 

EMMET COUNTY. 
E. S. Martin, 

GENESEE COUNTY. 
Leonard Freeman, 



Escanaba. 
ShaefTer. i/ 



/ 



l^ 



Fenton C^amery k. Cheese Factory, Leonard Freeman, 
Goodrich Dairy Association, 



Grand Blanc Oeamery, 

Vienna (^eese Factory Ass., 

Thetford Cheese Co., 

State Road Cheese Factory, 

Bacon Bros. Milk Depot (Flint). 

A. D. Borton Milk Depot (Flint), 

Standard Butter C^., 

S. Parker & Son Milk Depot (Flint), 

Baker Sanitary Milk Co. Oeamery, 
F. C. Torrey Milk Depot, 



S. H. Pierson, 

L. W. Campbell. 

Chas. Knickerbocker, 

L. J. Benjamin, 

A. M. Field, 

Bacon Bros., 

A. D. Borton, 

H. A. Ammerman, 

S. Parker & Son, 750 Hamil 

ton Ave.. 
Thomas H. Baker, 
F. C. Torrey, 

GLADWIN COUNTY. 



Iron Mountain. 
Vulcan. #^ 



Detroit. 

Eaton Rapids. . 
Grand Ledge. U^ 
Grand Ledge. • 

Norwood, N. Y. <^ 
Sunfield. ^ 



Petoskey. ly^ 



Fenton. 
Fenton. 
Goodrich. 
Grand Blanc .-^ 
Qio. -^ 
Oio. t^ y 
Clio, NOj,^. -^ 
Flint. ^ . 
Flint. • • 
Flushing./' 

Detroit.,// 
Flint, ' 



Flin^ 



Wagerville Dairy Co. (Cheese factory), H. M. Schmidt Co., 
Billings Cheese Factory, 



Ironwood Oeamery, 



Traverse City Milk Depot, 
Traverse aty Milk Depot, 
Traverse caty Elgin C^amery, 
Traverse Qty Milk Depot, 

15 



H. M. Schmidt, 

GOGEBIC COUNTY. 

A. C. Buss, 

GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY. 

Albert Kilmer, 
George W. Barnard, 
Wm. A. McCool. 
A. W. WIedoeft, 



Saginaw.^ 
Saginaw. *^ 



Ironwood. 



Traverse City.' 
Traverse City.^ . 
Traverse Clty.X 
Traverse Cliy.^ 
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Oentral Michigan Produce Co., 
Middleton Cheese Factory. 
Ola Cheese Factory. 
Cream Cheese Co^ 
Ferrinton Cheese Factory, 
Bannister Cheese Factory, 
St. Louis Cheese Co., 
Ithaca Creamery, 



Camden Creamery. 

Waldron Cheese Factory, 

Ransom Cheese Factory, 

D. 8. Lickley Cheese Factory, 

Hillsdale Elgin Creamery Co., 

North Adams Creamery Co., 

Pratt ville Cheese Factory, 

Treat Cheese Factory, 

Litchfield Butter Co. 

South Pittsford Cheese Factory. 

Bennett Cheese Factory. 

Pittsford Cheese Factory, 

Reading Creamery. 

Perrin A Darrow Cheese Factory, 

Adams Cheese Factory, 

Montgomery Cheese Co., 

Lakeside Creamery Co. (MosherviUe), 

Wheatland Cheese Factory. 

Church Cheese Factory, 

Shady Side Cheese Factory, 

Somerset Cheese Factory, 



Lake Linden Creamery, 



Ruth Creamery Co., 

Page Milk Co., 

Elkton Cheese A Butter Factory. 

Huron Countv Creamery Co., 

Port Huron Creamery Co., 

Redman Cheese Factory, 

American Farm Products Co. (Bad 

Sebewaing Creamery, 

Pigeon Butter Co., 

Harbor Beach Creamery, 

Lakeside Creamery, 

Kinch Creamery Co. (Kinde), 

Port Hope Cheese Factory, 

Pinnebog Cheese Factory, 

Pigeon Cheese Factory, 

Kilmanagh Cheese Factory, 

Elmhurst Cheese Factory, 



M. L. Buck Milk Depot, 
Michigan Condensed Milk Co., 
Wllliamston Cheese Factory, 
Bell Oak Cheese Factory, 
Winans Milk Depot, 
Leslie Butter Co.. 
Stockbridge Creamery, 
Okemos Cheese Factory. 
Webbervllle Cheese Factory, 
L. F. Collier Milk Depot. 
W. H. & I. Weigman Milk Depot, 
G. M. Hall Milk Depot. 
L. R. Elliott Milk Depot. 
D. F. Holmes Milk Depot. 
3Iason Creamery. 



A. 8. Nunneley Creamery. 

Lake Odessa Milk Co. (Condensed 

Saranac Dairy Co.. 

Huhbard.ston Creamery. 

Pewamo Creamery Co., 

Orleans Creamery Ass.. 

Clark.sville Creamery, 



GRATIOT COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

Central Michigan Produce Co., 
H. P. Fltzpatrick A Co.. 
Peter J. Wolf A Sons, 

C. E. Crittenden. 
W. A. Dear, 

The Ekenberg Co.. 
St. Louis Cheese Co., 
Doran A McCredie. 

HILLSDALE COUNTY. 

Sake^ltz. McMillan A Bowman 
W. E. Cockin. 
W. E. Cockin, 

D. 8. Lickley. 

F. M. Smith. 
R. R. Stranger. 
B. L. Peebles. 

B. L. Peebles. 

R. G. Washburn. 
Fred J. DiUon. 
O. F. Foster. 

C. C. Colvin A Son. 
W. T. Leonard A Co., 
A. Perrin A 8. Darrow, 
M. N. Hinckley. 

G. M. Hall. Pres.. 

F. M. Hodge. Mgr., 
Michael C. Doud, 
Oaks A Douglas. 
Chas. M. Warner. 
Central Supply Co., 

HOUGHTON COUNTY. 

Uric Courchesne. 

HURON COUNTY. 

G. Seltz, 

C. W. Page. 
Rice Bros., 
John Ulrich, 
J. R. Ruff. 

E. F. Kinch, 

Axe) M. Conator, Jr., Mgr., 
Ammerman Bros., 
Frank Kinch, 
Frank Kinch, 
Frank Kinch. 

Kinch, Thompson A Woodhull, 
8. T. Jones. 

Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 
Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 
Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 
Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 

INGHAM COUNTY. 

M. L. Buck. 

E. F. Wolcott, Mgr., 

Bivins A Lewis, 

E. M. Dewey, 

N. H. Winans A Sons, 

E. J. Kneibehler. 

Keifert A Brownell. 

W. H. Earles Cheese Co., 

Fred Si. Warner Cheese Co., 

L. F. Collier. 

W. H. A I. Weigman. 

G. M. Hall. 

L. R. Elliott. 

D. F. Holmes. 
A. A. Howlett, 

IONIA COUNTY. 

Arthus 8. Nunneley, 
Milk), F. A. Paire. M^r.. 
C. Komander. MKr.. 
James S. Doten. 
James V. Lo\e Mgr., 
Chris Liebi'm. 
John Kloo.^-ternian. 



Post 

Alma. ^ ^ 
Middleton.*^ 
Pompeii. ^ 
Ashley, d^^ 
Peninton.^ 
Elsie. ^ 



office. 



St. Louis. 



^ 



Ithaca, y^ 



.Detroit.^ / 
Waldronl / 
WaldronJ/ y 
PittsfordE/ 
HiUsdaleT y^ 
North Adam^ 
Adrian, ^O 
Adrian. *^ / 
Litch^eld.«/ 
Hudson. i/y 
Hudson.*^. • , 

Hudson. •^ 4x^ 
NorwoodJ»f. yj 
Osfeo. *^ y 
Pittsford.*^ / 
Montgomery.^ 
Moslierville.^^ 
Addison. _X 

Pittsford, No. 30.*^ 
Osseo, No. 26.^ 
Addison. y^ 



Lake linden. 



Ruth. ^ 
Ubly. i/ y 
Elkton. *^ 
Pigeon, No. 
Port Huron. ^ 
Port Hope No. 2; 
Bad Axe. 
Sebewaing. 
Grindstone 
Grindstone City 
Grindstone Cit 
Grindstone Cit 
Port Hope, t^ . 
Farmington, 4^ 
Farmington. ^ 
Farmington. *^ 
Farmington. y 



^y, 




Lansing.' 

Lansing. 

Wllliamston. 

Webber\111e. 

Lansing, 

Leslie. 

Stockbridge. 

Lansing. 

Farmington. 

Lansing. 

Holt. No. 1. 

Lansing. 

Lansing. 

Lansing. No. 

Mason. 



Portland. 

Lake Odessa. 

Saranac. 

Hubbardston. 

Pewamo. 

Orleans. 

Clarks ville. 
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Tawas Butter Co., 
Hale Cbeeee Factory, 



IOSCO COUNTY. . 

Owner or Manager. 

Ammerman & McCartney, 
H. M. Schmidt Co., 

ISABELLA COUNTY. 



PoEtoffice. 



Mich. Cond. Milk Fac'y, Mt. Pleasant, Lyman H. Thompson, Supt., 

Herrick Full Cream Cheese Co., W. J. Jennings, Mgr., 

Blanchard Butter Co., i J. H. Wieborg, 

Shepherd Creamery, C. L. Hokemeyer, 

Faulkner & Vowles Milk Depot, Faulkner A Vowles, 

JACKSON COUNTY. 

Lakeside Elgin Butter Co., F. Duelle, 

Parma Butter Co., Parma Butter Co.. 

Mich. Condensed Milk Fac*y (Jackson), C. F. Shields, Supt., 



Brooklyn Creamery Co., 
Crystal Creamery Co., (Concord), 
Clarks Lake Creamery Co., 
Maple Hill Creamery, 
Devereaux Creamery, 



A. W. Brooks, 

G. E. Hungerford, 

Laverne Cobb. 

Frank B. Dent, 

Elmer Brcs. Creamery Co., 

KALAMAZOO COUNTY. 



Vlcksburg Oeamery, 

Schoolcraft Creamery CTo., 

Kalamazoo Oeamery Co., 

Scotts Creamery, 

Michigan Butter Co.. 

Riverside Creamery (Comstock Twp.), 

Alamo Valley Creamery Co., 

Dairymenji Milk Co., 

H. E. Ralston Milk Depot, 



Boardman Oeamery Co., Ltd., 



Byron Center Creamery C^., 
C. J. Eberhard Milk Depot. 
Bums Creamery (Grand Rapids), 
Bums Creamery (Cedar Spnngs;, 
Sparta Creamery, 
Sand Lake Creamery, 
Rudell (dreamery f Grand Rapids), 
Rudell Creamery (Cedar Spnngs), 
Kent City Skimming Station. 
A. Vonk & Son Milk Depot, 
Peterson A Carison Cheese Factory, 
J. M. Hoekstra & Son Milk Depot, 
Grand Rapids Creamery, 
Valley Qty Milk Depot, 
Sanitary Milk Co., 
Caledonia Skimming Station, 
Boyland C^amery, 



Luther Oeamery, 



Bishop (^amery Co., 
Geo. Gilchrist, 
N. J. Whitney. Mgr.. 
Archie R. Pierce. 
N. J. Whitney, Mgr., 
F. O. CYossfield. 
Herbert^B. White, Mgr., 
W. J. Kendall, Mgr., 
H. £. Ralston Co.. 

KALKASKA COUNTY. 

A. H. McLaughlin, Mgr., 

KENT COUNTY. 

W. J. Patterson, Mgr., 

C. J. Eberhard, 
Burns Creamery Co., 
Burns Creamery C^. 
W. C. Massner, 

M. D. Peterson, 
Eva C. Rudell. 
Eva C. Rudell, 
Eva C. Rudell. 
A. Vonk k Son. 
Peterson A Carison, 
J. M. Hoekstra & Son. 
Zoet & Van Mulli^Ekn, 
M. T. McNamara, 
Sanitary Milk Co., 
Sanitary Milk Co., 
John Boyland, 

LAKE COUNTY. 

D. B. Ketchum, 
LAPEER COUNTY. • 



Imlay City Creamery Co., Wm. Muir, Mgr., 

Lapeer County Oeamery, R. F. Frary, 

Peoples Creamery, Thos. Stacey. 

Port Huron Creamery Co. (Imlay City), Port Huron Creamery Co. 



Metamora Butter Co.. 
Hadley District Dairy Assn., 



Hillman & Weiskirch, 
Frank T. Hadley. 



American Farm Products Co. (Owosso), American Farm Products Ck)., 



diflford Cheese Factory. 
Lum Creamery. 
Almont Oeam Station, 
Lapeer Mercantile Co.. 



Riverside CJheese Factory. 
Rome Center Cheese Factory, 
Green Cheese Factory. 
Tipton Cheese Factory. 
Addison Cheese Factory, 
Helvetia Milk Cond. Co. (Hudson), 
BlissKeld Creamery, 



J. F. Cartwright & Son, 
Fox & Smith. 
Port Huron (Oeamery Co. 
Lapeer Mercantile Co., 

LENAWEE COUNTY. 

Bal<er & Jurden. 
Riverside Company. 
Riverside Company, 
W. A. Beebe. 
Central Supply Co.. 
R. A. Whitrey. Mgr., 
Blissf>ld Creamery Co., 



Tawas Oty. 
Saginaw. 



Mt. Pleasant. 
Clare. 
Blanchard. 
Shepherd. 
Mt. Pleasant. 



Grass Lake. 

Parma. 

Jackson. 

Brooklyn. 

Concord. 

Clarks Lake. 

Hanover. 

Devereaux. 



Buchanan. 

Schoolcraft. 

Kalamazoo. 

Scotts. 

Kalamazoo. 

Galesburg, 

Alamo. 

Kalamazoo. 

Kalamazoo. 



South Boardman. 



Byron Center. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Sparta. 
Sand Lake. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Kent aty. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 



LeRoy. 



Imlay Qty. 
Lapeer. 
North Branch. 
Port Huron. 
Metamora. 
Hadley. 

OWOFSO. 

May\111e. 

Lum. 

Port Huron. 

Lapeer. 



Adrian. 

Adrian. 

Adrian. 

Tipton. 

Addison. 

Hudson. 

Bliss eld. 
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LENAWEE COUNTY.— Continued. 



Name. 



Maple City Creamery, 

Lakeside Cheese Co., 

Macon Creamery Co., 

Hudson Center Cheese Factory, 

Warsaw Cheese Factory, 

Lime Cieek Ch^se Factory, 

Tecumseh Creamery. 

North Morenci Cheese Factory, 

Clayton Cheese Factory. 

Medina Cheese Factory. 

Wolf Creek Cheese Factory, 

Morenci Condensed Milk Factory, 

Rollin Cheese Factory. 

Posey Lake Cheese Factory, 

Cadmus Cheese Factory, 

Onsted Cheese Factory. 

Cadmus Skimming Station, 

Palmyra Skimming Station, 

Fairport Cheese Factory, 

Jasper Cheese Factory, 

Fairfield Cheese Factory, 

Seneca Cheese Factory. 

Home Cheese Factory (Fruit Ridge), 

Weston Cheese Factory, 

Sand Creek Cheese Factory, 

Bimo Cheese Factory. 

Munson Cheese Factory, 

Canandaigua Cheese Factory, 

South Dover Cheese Factory, 

Rock Island Butter Co., (De^s Lake). 



O^'ner or Manager. 

Bamahy & Dorrell, 
C. H. DuBois, Mgr.. 
Granville Mills. Mgr., 
Fred J. Dillon, 

B. L. Peebles, 
O. F. Foster. 
Ruthruff & McCoy, 

C. C. Colvin & Son, 
C. C. Colvin & Son, 
C. C. Cohin & Son. 
Stickney & Cooley, 
Ohio Dairy Co., 

H. M. Carmichael, 
H. M. Carmichael. 
C. H. Garnsey, 
L. R. Conner, 
Cloverleaf Creamery Co., 
Cloverleaf Creamery Co., 
Fred J. Dillon, 
Geo. B. Horton & Son, 
Geo. B. Horton & Son, 
Geo. B. Horton & Son, 
Geo. B. Horton & Son, 
Geo. B. Horton &, Son, 
Geo. B. Horton & Son, 
Geo. B. Horton & Son, 
Geo. B. Horton A. Son, 
Geo. B. Horton & Son, 
Geo. B. Horton & Son, 
Rock Island j^utter Co., 



Post office. 



Adrian. 
Devils Lake. 
Tecumseh. 
Hudson. 
Adrian. 
Hudson. 
Tecumseh. 
Hudson. 
Hudson. 
Hudson, 
Adrian. 
Toledo, Ohio. 
Hudson. 
Hudson. 
Cadmus. 
Onsted. 
Toledo, Ohio. 
Toledo, Ohio. 
Hudson. 
Fruit Ridge, 
Fruit Ridge, 
Fruit Ridge. 
Fruit Ridge, 
Fruit Ridge. 
Fruit Ridge. 
Fruit Ridge. 
Fruit Ridge. 
Fniit Ridge. 
Fruit Ridge. 
Toledo. Ohio 



LIVINGSTON COUNTY. 



Brighton Creamery. 

Mich. Condensed Milk Fac'y (Howell). 

Fowlerville Cheese Factory, 

Howell CJreamery, 

Lyndon Cheese Co., 

Grouse & -Parshall Creamery, 



J. H. Gambel, 
W. S. Sunderland, Supt.. 
Major & Dickinson. 
Howell Manufacturing Co., 
Samuel Bovce. Mgr.. 
Oquse & Farshall, 



Brighton, 

Howell. 

Fowlerville. 

Howell. 

Stockbridge. 

Hart land. 



Romeo Elgin Creamery, 
New Baltimore Creamery Co., 
Davis Creamer:^ Co., 
Washington Skimming Station. 
Cady Milk Depot <fc Skimming Station. 
Utica Milk Depot. 

Mt. Clemens Milk Depot & Skim. Sta.. 
Gatz Creamery Co., 
Macomb Skimming Station, 
Utica Cooperative Creamery Assn., 
Disco Skimming Station. 
Waldenburg Skimming Station. 
New Haven Creamery Station, 
Ray Center Skimming Station, 
Muttonville Skimming Station, 
Armada Creamery, 
Blue Ribbon Creamery, 
Centerline Milk Depot, 
Milk Depot on Centerline, 
Chesterneld Creamery, 
Waldenburg Skimming Station, 
Mt. Clemens Skimming Station, 
Meade Skimming Station, 
Richmond Creamery, 



MACOMB COUNTY. 

Romeo Elgin Oeamery Co., 
C. Schlosser. 
I. W. ElUs. 
Davis Ch-eamery Co., 
Detroit Creamery Co., 
Detroit Creamery Co., 
Detroit Creamery Co., 
Frank Gatz, Mgr., 
Frank Gatz, Mgr., 
C. H. Firman, Secy., 
Utica Cooperative O'y Assn., 
Utica Cooperative O'y Assn.. 
New Haven Elgin Creamery Co. 
New Haven Elgin Creamery Co. 
New Haven Elgin Oeamery Co. 
C. M. Partch, 
W. H. Chapman & Sons, 
Cottage Grove Oeamerj' Co.. 
, Cottage Grove Creamery Co., 
Chesterfield Creamery Co., 
Chesterfield Creamery Co., 
Chesterfield Creamery Co., 
Chesterfield Oeamery Co., 
Chas. Zentgrefce, 



Romeo. 

New Baltiomore. 

Davis. 

Davis. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Mt. Oemens. 

Mt. Clemens. 

Utica. 

Utica. 

Utica. 

, New Haven. 
, New Haven. 
, New Haven. 

Armada. 

New Baltimore. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Mt. Clemens. 

Mt. Clemens. 

Mt. Clemens. 

Mt. (Hemens. 

Lenox, No. 2. 



Bear Lake Oeamery. 
Kaleva Cream Station, 



MANISTEE COUNTY. 

E. V. O'Rourke, 
E. V. O'Rourke. 



Bear Lake. 
Bear Lake. 



Champion Creamery, 
Skandia C*reamery. 



MARQUETTE COUNTY. 

H. Davidson, 
Skandia Creamery Co.. 



Champion. 
Skandia. 



Alpha Creamery, 

Wiley Cooperative Creamery Co., 



MASON COUNTY. 

Axel Kehlet, 
D. E. Sherburn, 



Ludington. 
Soottviile No. 1. 
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MECOSTA COUNTY. 
Owner or Manager. 



Remus Cooperative Association, J. J. Diehm, 

Barryton Creamery, E. M. Lamos, 

Rudell Sldmming Station (Bis Rapids), Eva C. Rudell, 
Chippewa Creamery, W. F. Jehuzen. 



PostofBce. 

Remus. 
Barryton. 
Grand Rapids. 
Chippewa Lake. 



Pine Hill Farm Creamery,- 
Wilson Cheese Factory, 
Danielson Cheese Factory. 
Daggett Creamery Co., 
Birch Creek Cheese Factory, 
Nadeau Cheese Factory, 
Carney Cheese Factory. 
Stephenson Creamery Co., 
Ingalls Creamery Co., 
Hugh Phillips Milk Depot, 
Cedar River Creamery, 
Spaulding Cheese Factory, 
Elliott Cheese Factory, 



MENOMINEE COUNTY. 

C. I. Cook. 
Adolph Trousil., 
John Danielson, 
Daggett Creamery Co., 
Chas. Baverl, 
S. J. Matneys, 
J. H. Harmon, 
Carl C. Bergwall, 
Ingalls Creamery Co., 
Hugh Phillips. 
Nadeau Bros., 
Frank Beatson, 
C. H. EUiott A Son. 



Menominee. 

Wilson. 

Stephenson. 

Daggett. 

Menominee, No. 1. 

Nadeau. 

Carney, 

Stephenson. 

Ingalls. 

Escanaba. 

Nadeau. 

Spaulding. 

Bark River. 



Coleman Creamery Co., 
Vasold Bros.. Creamery. 



MIDLAND COUNTY. 

C. H. Keyworth, 
Vasold Bros., 



Coleman. 
Midland. 



Lucas Farmers Creamery Co., 
Falmouth Creamery Co., 



MISSAUKEE COUNTY. 

John L. Kieldsen, 
Casper Dick, 



Lucas. 
Fabnouth. 



Excelsior Creamery Co.. 

Yargervllle Skimming Station, 

Strasburg Skimming Station, 

Monroe Butter & Cheese Factory, 

Frenchtown Skimming Station, 

La Salle Skimming Station, 

Grape Cheese Factory, 

Hazlewood Creamery, 

So. Rockwood Butter & Cheese Co., 

S. J. Pettie Creamery. Whiteford Twp., 

Maybee Skimming Station, 

Dundee Skimming Station, 

Gert Cheese Factory, 

Dundee Skim. Sta. A Cond. Milk Plant. 

Newport Creamery, 

LambertviUe Milk Route. 

Bedford Milk Route, No. 1. 

Bedford Milk Route, No. 2, 

Lulu Cheese Factory, 

Carleton Skimming Station, 



MONROE COUNTY. 

W. G. Hoffman, 

Excelsior Creamery Co., 

Excelsior Creamery Co., 

Andrew Vivian, 

Monroe Butter & Cheese Co., 

Monroe Butter & Cheese Co., 

D. A. Jenkins, 

R. G. Peters, 

J. W. Harris, 

S. J. Pettie, 

Towars Wayne County Cr'y, 

Towar^ Wayne County Cr'y, 

Gillhouse A Emerson, 

Ohio Dairy Co., 

C. W. Beckham. 409 13th St., 

Clover Leaf Creamery Co., 

Clover Leaf Creamery Co., 

Clover Leaf Creamery Co.. 

Farmers Butter A Cheese Co.. 

J. W. Simcock, 



Ida. 

Ida. 

Ida. 

Monroe, 

Monroe. 

Monroe. 

Ida. 

Petersburg, 

South Rockwood. 

Riga, No. 2. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Riga. 

Toledo, Ohio. 

Toledo, Ohio. 

Toledo, Ohio. 

Toledo. Ohio. 

Toledo, Ohio. 

Lulu. 

New Boston. 



Vickeryville Cheese Factory, 

Greenville Cheese Co., 

Butternut Cheese Factory. 

Vestaburg Butter Co.. 

Amble Creamery Co.. 

McBride Creamery Co., 

Crystal Creamery A Cheese Factory, 

Carson City Cheese Factory, 

G. E. Cornell Cream Depot, 

Sheridan Creamery, 



MONTCALM COUNTY. 

M. C. Johnson, 
S. C. Woodruff, 
J. M. Fitzpatrick, 
Wm. Caris. 
Amble Creamery Co., 
J. R. Frick, 
Wallace A. Grimm, 

F. H. Miner. 

G. E. Cornell, 
H. E. Curtis, 



Vickeryville, 

Greenville. 

Butternut. 

Vestaburg. 

Amble. 

McBride. 

Crystal. 

Carson City. 

Six Lakes. 

Sheridan, 



Hillman Creamery, 



MONTMORENCY COUNTY. 
Robert Rea, 



Hillman. 



Holton Creamery Co., 
Lonsdale Creamery. 
Peerless Creamery. 
Rudell Creamery, Casnovia, 
Ravenna Creamery, 
Cedar Creek Milk Depot, 
Superior Milk Depot. 
Dalton Creamery, 



MUSKEGON COUNTY. 

Oscar A. Martin, Mgr., 

D. E. Staples. 
Adam Yager, 
Eva C. Rudell, 

E. 8. Power Butter Co., 
A. L. Dalsen & Co.. 

O. A. Nesberg, 
E. J. Peterson. 



Holton. 

Montague. 

Muskegon. 

Grand Rapids. 

Ravenna. 

Muskegon. 

Muskegon. 

Muskegon. 
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Blue Line Creamery, 
Crystal Lake Creamery Co.^ 
Fremont Creamery Co., 
Rouge River Creameiy Co., 
Reeman Cooperativ'e Creamery Co., 
Bishop Creamery Co. (Garfield Twp.), 
Grant Creamery Co., 
Beaver Valley Creamery, 



Rochester Creamery Co., 

North Farmington Cheese Factory, 

Peter Backer Milk Depot. 

New Hudson Cheese Factory, 

South Lyon Milk Depot, 

Clarence viUe Milk Depot. 

Commerce Cheese Factory, 

Walled Lake Cheese Factory, 

Elmer Dohany Milk Depot, 

NorthviUe Condensery A, Cheese Fac'y, 

Fred StoU Milk Depot, 

Wixom Cheese Factory, 

Pontiac Cooperative Creamery Co., 

Farmington Cheese Factory, 

Novi Cheese Factory, 

Sprin«brook Cheese Factory, 

Powers Cheese Factory, 

Franklin Cheese Factory, 

Stoll Bros. Milk Depot, 

Mllford Cheese Factory. 



Shelby Dairy Co. Creamery, ' 
New Era Creamery, 
Rothbury Skimming Station, 
Oceana Creamery, 
White River Creamery, 
Walkerville Creamery, 
Hart Creamery, 



West Branch Creamery Co., 
Prescott Creamery Co., 



Ontonagon Valley Creamery Co., 



Hcrsey Creamery, 

Evart Creamery, 

Reed City Creamery, 

Marion Creamery, 

LeRoy Creamery, 

W. F. Mitchell Cream Station, 

Tustin Creamery, 



NEWAYGO COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

B. C. Martin, 

Crystal Lake Creamery Co., 

H. Rozema, 

J. Vander Molen, 

Engbert Visscher, 

Bishop Creamery Co., 

Wm. Garter, 

Bea^'er Valley Creamery Co., 

OAKLAND COUNTY. 

Robert Oassels. 

M. B. Armstrong, 

Peter Backer, 

E. J. Rice. 

Detroit Creamery Co.. 

Towars Wayne County Cr'y, 

Martin Richardson, 

H. A. Smith, 

Elmer Dohany, 

Warner & Richardson, 

Fred StoU, 

H. A. amith, 

Mark B. Armstrong, 

Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 

Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 

Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 

Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 

Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 

Stoll Bros., 

Clarence Pearson, 

OCEANA COUNTY. 

Shelby Dairy Co., 

Shelby A New Era Cr'y Co., 

D. E. Staples, 
£. J. Peterson, 

Geo. W. Sowles, Mgr., 
Walkerville Creamery Co., 

E. S. Powers, 



OGEMAW COUNTY. 

Isaac H. Jones, 

W. H. Snyder, Mgr., 

ONTONAGON COUNTY. 
Carl J. Hatfield, Mgr., 

OSCEOLA COUNTY. 

F. S. Smith, 

Geo. A. Glerum, 

Emanuel M. Gingrich, 

V. R. Dovy & Geo. Glerum, 

D. B. Ketchum. 

Wm. F. Mitchell. 

D. B. Ketchum, 



Beaverdam Cooperative Creamery Co., 

Banner Creamery Co., 

Jamestown Cooperative Creamery Co., 

Jamestown Skimming Station, 

Interurban Creamery Co., 

AUendale Creamery Co., 

Bauer Creamery Co. (Georgetown), 

Blendon Skimming Station, 

Hudsonville Farmers Creamery Co., 

Borculo Creamery Co.. 

Drenthe Cooperative Creamery Assn., 

Crisp Creamery Co., 

Vriesland Creamery Co., 

Conklin Skimming Station, 

Eastmanville Skimming Station, 

Phoenix Cheefe Co., 

Forest Grove Skimming Station, 

Blendon Skimming Station, 

Harlem Skimming Station, 



OTTAWA COUNTY. 

C. Huvfcr, 

L. J. Fellow.9. 

Jacon Nj'enhuis. 

Jamest'n Cooperative 0*y Co., 

John Van Rhea, 

Mrs. H. T. Pierson, 

Bauer Creamery Co., 

Bauer Creamery Co., 

John Vander Heide, 

Henry Koop, 

D. Hunderman, 
A. J. Nienhuis, 
Henry Roek. 
Burns Creamery Co., 
Burns Creamery O)., 
C. Dykwell. Mgr., 
Phoenix Cheeje Co., 
Phoenix Cheese Co., 
Phoenix Cheese Co., 



PoBtofflce. 

White aoud. 
Wooster. 
Fremont. 
Grant, No. 3. 
Reeman. 
Newaygo, No. 1. 
Grants. 
Bitley, No. 1. 



Rochester. 

Pontiac. 

Royal Oak. 

New Hudson. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Commerce. 

Wixom. 

Farmington, 

North\ille. 

Redford. 

Wixom. 

Pontiac. 

Farmington. 

Farmington. 

Farmington, 

Farmington. 

Farmington. 

Redford, No. 1. 

Milford. 



Shelby. 

Shelby. No. 4. 

Montague, 

Muskegon. 

Hesperia. 

Walkerville. 

Hart. 



West Branch. 
Prescott. 



Ewen. 



Hersey. 

Evart. 

Reed Qty. 

Evart. 

LeRoy. 

Reed aty. 

LeRoy. 



Zeeland, No. 2. 

Zeeland, No. 1. 

Hudsonville, No. 3. 

Hudsonville, No, 3. 

Hudsonville, No. 4. 

Allendale. 

Bauer. 

Bauer. 

Hudsonville. 

Borculo. 

Zeeland. No. 3. 

Holland. No. 2. 

Vriesland. 

Grand Rapids. 

Grand Rapids. 

Zeeland. 

Zeeland. 

Zeeland. 

Zeeland. 
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Hrtlmiul Cryat^ Cre.roety. 


C. J. Lokker A Co., 




Holland. 




C. J. Lokker A Co., 




Holland. 




L. WoUondn, 




Aflnew. 


Oooprnvilta'tknl^rMlvB CnuMrr Od 


Wm. Dubendorf. Ucr 




CoopersHUe. 


KS'.fflssJKSir 


Cooperative Creamery Co., 


CoopersMlle. 


Cooperative Co.. 






PRE8QUE ISLE COUNTY. 




Onsway Cbeue Factory, 


Onaway Dairy PnHucW Co.. 


Onaway. 




SAGINAW COUNTY 






C. H. Parker HUic Depot, 


C. B. PaHiet. 314 N. 


3rd Avt 


., Badnaw. 


BIrcb Run Cheese Co.. 


Chai. 8. Dewey, Ucr 
Thomas E. Webcter. 




Birch Run. No. 1. 


KSMairt.^-""- 




Bay aty. 


Conrad Schriner. 




Frankenmuth. No. 2 


Hude Gi«v« Eldn Butler Co., 


M. D. IreUnd, 




Burt. 




M. JansoD, 




Satinaw. No. 4. 




L. HubhiaeT, 




Fraukeiimuth. 


^^&e|^g_, 


&.^A.?uTd:- 




Sadnaw. No. 4. 




Fasten, No. 1. 


Cera G^nr. 
Star Cbecn Actory, 








M^'iieU^: 






FUnt Hlver CbeeM * Here. Co.. 


J. C. Malone. 




Burt. 






Midland. 


Cbaptn Ctaeee factory. 


P. O'Took, Hfr., 




Merrill. 


G. C. Peters, 




Chairfn. 


Hemlock Creamery Co.. 


Wm. Pahl, 




Hemlock. 


South Biancb Cbeen Factoir. 






Brant, No. 3. 




Ji^roee W. Morse. 




Birch Bun, No. a. 


C^88 River Cheese Factory. 


Geo. Hubinaer. 




Frantonmuth. 


Standard Cheese Factory, 


Wm. Block, Usr., 




HKb Run. 


Wm. J. Morgan Milk Depot, 


Wm. J. Morgan, 
SANILAC COUNTY 




Sajlnaw. W. 8. 


SSoSiS^cSI?'*^" 


TS&^SSL.. 




SEf"°^' 




R. H. Riley, 












Case aty. No. 1. 








Yale. 


gSS^S'SSSrS-ci..;' 






Sandusky. 






Crosweir 








Downlnjton. 


s»r^afe-gl. 






Deekerrtlle. 




Co.. 


Port Huron. 




Co., 




sssrisinaBr- 




Co. 






Co. 




CroBweU Recdvtec SUIlon. 
Palma Recelvins Station, 




Co., 






Co.. 












SfiSSx'ss.?"'' 






artv- 






Buffalo, N. Y. 


Ckrsonvllle Creamery. 
Red Star Creamery Co.. 






asss"""- 






Ulndea aty Creamery Co., 






Mlndeo. 



BCHOOLCRAFT COUNTY. 

Manlstlque Dairy Products Co.. Hanlsilnue. 
Geo. W. Gray, Mcr., Cooks. 

SHIAWASSEE COUNTY. 



Durand Creamery, 

UoiTtce Creamery, 

Owoaeo Creamery. 

Csrland Cheeu Co., 

E. A. Lolildfe Hllk Depot. 

C. C Lamitein Hllk Depot, 

Byron Oieese Factory. 

Perry Cheese Factory. 

C. J. Thomas Ullk Hepot, 

C. A. Connor Ice Cream A Cr'y Co.. 

MIchltan Creamery (Bennlnjton), 

Henderson Butter Co.. 

Bancroft Cheese & Butter Factory. 

New Laibrop Butter Co.. 



C. B. Van Slyke, Durand. 

Bishop Creamery Co., Buchanan 

American Farm Products Co., Onosso, 

A. E. Shannon. Cftrland. 

E. A. Lotrldge, Owoseo. 

O. C. Lamsleln, Owobgo. 

R. A. Murray, Byron. 

Leonaid Freeman, Fenton. 

C. J. Thomas, Owoeso. 
- I. McDonald. Mgr., 



Wm. Coe * P.Green. 
J. W. Epton, Mir.. 
K. A. Murray, Msr., 
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Germania Cheese Co., 
Avoca Butter Co. ^Creamery), 
Capac Creamery Co., 
Michigan Creamery (Benille), 
Maple Grove Cheese Factoryt 
Yafe Creamery Co., 
Hickey Receiving Station, 
Memphis Receiving Station, 
Lamb Receiving Station, 
IQmball Receiving Station, 
Blaine Receiving Station, 
Jeddo Receiving Station, 
Capac Receiving Station, 
Yale Receiving Station. 
Port Huron Creamery, 
St. Clair Creamery Co., 
China Twp. Skimming Station, 
Review Cheese Factory, 
Casco Creamery, 
Locust Lawn Creamery, 
Pine Grove Cheese Co., 
Petersvllle Skimming Station, 
Meyers Skimming Station, 



ST. CLAIR COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

F. J. Haug. 
John Bat ton, 
Wm. Withew. 
Berville Creamery Co., 
Simon Babel & Co., 
James Wallace. Mgr., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Chas. H. Otter, Mgr., 
St. Clair Creamery Co., 
Fred Achat z, 
Chas. Zentgr^be, 
Lester D. Cole, 
John Brenner, 
Chesterfield Creamery Co., 
Chesterfield Creamery Co., 



PostoflSce. 

Marine aty. 

Avoca, 

Capac. 

Berville. 

Marine City, No. 3. 

Yale. • 

Port Huron. 

Port Huron. 

Port Huron. 

Port Huron. 

Port Huron. 

Port Huron. 

Port Huron. 

Port Huron. 

Port Huron. 

St. aair. 

St. aair. 

Marine aty. No. 3. 

Lenox, No. 1. 

Blaine. 

Marine City, No. 3. 

Mt. Clemens. 

Mt. Clemens. 



Constantine Creamery Co., 
Colon Creamery Co.. 
White Pigeon Creamery Co., 
Mendon Creamery Co., 
Centervllle Creamery, 



ST. JOSEPH COUNTY. 

Wm. H. Barnard, 
David L. Akey, 
H. F. Reynolds, 
D. W. Langdon. 
L. C. Miller. 



Constantine. 
Colon. 

White Pigeon. 
Mendon. 
Centervllle. 



Kingston Creamery Co., 

Vassar Creamery. 

RichvlUe Creamery. 

MilUngton Creamery, 

Tuscola Cheese Co.. 

Thumb Creamery Co. (Cass City), 

Thumb Creamery (Caro), 

Dayton Cheese Factory. 

Arbela Cheese Co., 

Juniata Receiving Station. 

Fostorla Creamery Sc Cheese Factory, 

Fairgrove Creamery, 

Unionville Creamery Co., 

Silverwood Cheese Factory, 

Mayville Cheese Factory, 

Reese Creamery. 

Deford Cheese & Butt«r Factory, 

Stone Road Cheese Co.(Arbela Twp.), 

Gagetown Cheese Factory, 



TUSCOLA COUNTY. 

Kingston Creamery Co., Kingston. 

Sakewitz, McMillan & Bowmaa.Detroit. 
Sakewltz. McMillan & Bowman.Detroit. 
Sakewitz, McMillan & Bowman, Detroit. 



G. W. Dimond. 

Thumb Creamery Co., 

Thumb Creamery Co., 

Alfred Walls, Mgr., 

O. Cole, Pres., 

Port Huron Creamery Co.. 

Leonard Freeman Cheese Co., 

Findlay Bros., 

H. G. Spring, Secy., 

A. L. Rice, 

J. F. Cartwright & Sons. 

Henry Mungers, 

W. M. Neeper & Son, 

F. S. Frost, 

Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., 



Tuscola. 

Caro. 

Caro. 

Caro, No. 6. 

MilUngton. 

Port Huron. 

Fenton. 

Fairgrove. 

Unionville. 

Silverwood. 

Mayville. 

Reese. 

Deford. 

MilUngton. No. 1. 

Farmington. 



Lawrence Creamery Co., 
Decatur Creamery Co., 
Bloomingdale Creamery Co., 
Breeds vlUe Skimming Station, 
Berlamont Skimming Station, 
Glendale Creamery. 
ArUngton Skimming Station, 
Base Line Cheese Factory, 
GoblevlUe Creamery Co., 
Almena Creamery, 
McDonald Creamery Co., 
Eureka Creamery, 



VAN BUREN COUNTY. 

H. W. Chapman, Secy., 
Decatur Creamery Co., 
Chas. Linton. 
Chas. Linton. 
Chas. Linton, 
Glendale Creamery Co., 
Glendale Creamery Co., 
Lynn Reid. 
Joe Bishop. 
C. A. Finch. 
H. R. Goss. 
A. C. Smool, 



Lawrence. 

Decatur. 

Bloomingdale. 

Bloomingdale. 

Bloomingdale. 

Bloomingdale. 

Bloomingdale. 

Bloomingdale. 

GoblevlUe. 

Paw Paw. 

McDonald. 

Keeler. 



WASHTENAW COUNTY. 



Wurster Bros. Milk Depot, 

WiUis Creamery. 

Wm. R. Thompson Milk Depot, 

Frank S. Begole Milk Depot, 

Worden Cooperative Creamery, 

B. L. Gillhouse Cheese Factory, 

Salem Milk Depot & Skimming Station, 

Dexter Skimming Station, 

Dlxboro Skimming Station, 

Chelsea Skimming Station, 

Whittaker Skimming Station, 



G. F. & F. J. Wurster, 
C. E. Alban & F. J. Fletcher, 
Wm. R. Thompson, 
Frank S. Begole, 

A. C. Curti.s, 

B. L. GiUhouse. 
Detroit Creamery Co.. 
Towars Wayne County Cr'y, 
Towars Wayne County Cr'y, 
Towars Wayne County Cr'y, 
Towars Wayne County Cr'y, 



Ann Arbor. 

WilUs. 

YpFilanti. 

YpFilanti. 

Plymouth. No. 1. 

Manchester. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 
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WASHTENAW COUNTY.— Continued. 
Owner or Manager. 



Colonial Creamerf , 

Saline Creamery Co., 

Biverside SIdmmins Station, 

Ypsilanti Dainr Assn., 

Stony Creek Slcimmins Station, 

H. O. Bloess Milk Depot, 

Manchester Creamery, 

E. M. Starkweather Milk Depot. 



Chas. L. Foster, 

E. A. Hansen, 

W. F. Allen. 

S. A. Wiard, Msr.. 

Ypsilanti Dairy Association, 

Herman O. Bloess, 

R. G. Sorter. 

E. M. Starkweather, 



PostofSce. 



Ypsilanti. No. 2. 

Saline. 

lifllan. 

Ypsilanti. 

Ypsilanti. 

Ann Arbor. 

Manchester. 

North\ille. 



Andrew Rasmusson Milk Depot, 

W. J. Wrisht Milk Depot. 
Highland Park Creamery, 
Greenfield-Plymouth Road Milk Depot, 
Greenfield-Grand River A. Milk Depot, 
Dearborn- Warren Ave. Milk Depot, 
Dearborn Milk Depot. 
Gilt Edge Cheese Factory, 
Milk Depot (Wyandotte), 
West Sumptor Creamery Assn.. 
J. H. Wilson & Sons Milk Depot. 

F. C. Frank Milk Depot, 

Van Buren Creamery (BeUeville), 
Detroit Creamery Co., 

Preston Milk Depot, 

Hand Milk Depot. 

Holland Milk Depot. 

Perrins\1Ue Milk Depot, 

Inkster Milk Depot, 

Stark Milk Depot. 

Flat Rock Milk Depot. 

Canton Milk Depot & Skimming Sta., 

Elm Milk Depot. 

Yates Milk Depot. 

Denton Milk Depot. 

Redford Milk Depot, 

Sand Hill Milk Depot, 

Romulus Milk Depot, 

F. A. Gillman MUk Depot, 

Wm. Dickinson, Jr. Creamery, 

Anthony Lazarowicz Milk Depot, 

A. Krausmann Milk Depot, 
Evergreen Milk Receiving Station, 
Cherry Hill Skimming Statiofi, 
Wm. J. Mutton Milk Depot, 

Weiss Creamery, 

Colonial Milk Depot, 

Louis Fritz Milk Depot, 
Winkler Creamery, 

Kruger Creamery, 

Belle Isle Creamery, 

F. R. Smith Milk Depot. 
Philip Gable Milk Depot, 

Philip Plovee Milk Depot, 
W. R. Semann Milk Depot, 
J. R. Smith Milk Depot. 

C. L. Bossardet Milk Depot, 

A. H. Suppus Milk Depot, 
Rosebud Creamery, 

Plymouth Creamery Co., 

Cottage Grove Creamery Co., 

J. W. Raleigh Milk Depot. 

Troy Milk Co., 

Wayne Creamery Co., 

Detroit Dairy Co.. 

Roy & Clinton Milk Depot. 



WAYNE COUNTY. 

Andrew Rasmusson. 837 18th 

St.. Detroit. 

W. J. Wright, 364 Greenwood. Detroit. 
Geo. D. Brown, 30 Grand A\'e. Detroit. 
John Schlaff. 277 Tillman A>'e.,Detroit. 
John Schlaff, 277 Tillman A^'e., Detroit. 
John Schlaff. 277 Tillman Ave., Detroit. 
Tony Schlaff. Dearborn. 

Frank E. Bradley, Farmington. 

J. S. & L. P. Johnson, Wyandotte. 

Henry Wallace, Mgr., Belle\1Ue. 

J. H. Wilson dc Sons, 022 Fort 

St. W., Detroit. 

F. C. Frank, 272 Philadelphia 

Ave., Detroit. 

Van Buren Creamery Co.. Belleville. 

A. Easter, Mgr., Cass & Grand 

RlA-er Aves., Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co., Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co., Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co.. Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co.. Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co., Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co., Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co.. Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co.. Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co.. Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co.. Detroit. 

Towars Wayne County Cr'y, Detroit. 
Towars Wayne County Cr'y, Detroit. 
Towars Wayne County Cr'y, Detroit. 
Towars Wayne County Cr'y, Detroit. 
F. A. Gillman, 03 Melrose Ave., Detroit. 
Wm. Dickinson. 1407 Jos. Cam- 

pau Av-e., Detroit. 

Anthony Lazaro^lcz, 036 Fred- 
erick, . Detroit. 
A. Krausmann, 916 St. Aubin, Detroit. 
F. D. Strieker. 55 Russell St., Detroit. 
Ypsilanti Dairy Assn., Ypsilanti. 
Wm. J. Mutton. 888 Baldwin 

Ave., Detroit. 

John H. Weiss, 215 Baldwin 

Ai-e., Detroit. 

C. F. Smith. 578 Jos. Campau 

Ave., Detroit. 

Louis Fritz, 182 Amdt St„ Detroit. 
Chas. A. Winkler. 113 Charle- 
voix, Detroit. 
Frank G. Kruger 358 Antletam^ 

St., Detroit. 

Henry Laethem. 282 Sheridan 

St., Detroit. 

F. R. Smith. a3 Melrose St., Detroit. 
Philip Gable Gable, 814 Oakland 

Ave Detroit 

Philip hovee, 13 Felch St., Detroit*. 
W. R. Semann, 1769 St. Aubin.Detroit. 
J. R. Smith, 232 Milwaukee 

Ave., Detroit. 

C. L. Bossardet, 1227 Wabash 

Ave., Detroit. 

A. H. Suppus. 593 Tillman Ave., Detroit, 
aement Fhlllpski, 252 Grandy 

Ave.. Detroit. 

J. W. Henderson, Mgr., Detroit. 

A. F. Fisk, Mgr., 108 Beals Avc.Detroit. 
J. W. Raleigh, 314 Fort St. W., Detroit. 
Troy MUk Co..^ Detroit. 

J. B. Murphy Mgr... Detroit. 

David B. Wflkie. 99 Elm St., Detroit. 
Roy k, ainton, 147 Pierce St., Detroit. 
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Wm. L. Watson Milk Depot. 
Schloff A Olbrick Milk Depot, 

E. F. Roy Milk Depot. 

Wm. Franz Milk Depot, 
Jos. F. Berels Milk Depot. 

Meldrum Milk Depot, 

Chas. J. Risdon Milk Depot, 
Ftsrmouth Cheese Factory, 
New Boston Creamery, 
Waltz Skimming Station, 



WAYNE COUNTY— Continued. 
Owner or Manager. 



PostofBce. 



Wm. L. Watson, 223 Moran St. .Detroit. 
SchloflT A Olbrick, 683 Tillman 

Ave., Detroit. 

£. F. Roy A Co., 1014 Wabash 

Ave., Detroit. 

Wm. Franz, 69 Berlin Ave., Detroit. 
Joseph F. Beiels. 868 Joseph 

Campau Ave., Detroit. 

Robert Meldrum, 536 Orleans 

St., Detroit. 

C. J. Risdon, 1220 15th St., Detroit. 
Fred M. Warner Cheese Co., Farminston. 
J. W. Simcock, New Boston. 

J. W. Simcock, New Boston. 



LAWS AND DECISIONS. 



LAWS OP MICHIGAN. 

BBLATIVB TO 

INSPECTION AND ADULTERATION OF FOODS AND DRUGS. 

I 

PdWBRS AND DUTIES OF THE COMMISSIONER. 

AN AOT to provide for the appointment of a Dairy and Food Commit 
sioner, and to define his powers and duties and fix his compensation. 

(Act No. 211, Public Acts, 1893.) 

The People of the State of Michigcm hnact: 

1. (C. L., 4973) Section 1. That within thirty days after this act 
shall take effect, the Governor by and with the consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint a suitable person to be Dairy and Food Commissioner, 
which oflSce is hereby created, and which commissioner so appointed 
shall' hold his office until the first day of January, one thousand eight 
hundred and ninety-filve, and until his successor is appointed and quali- 
fied. At the next r^ular session of the legislature and every two years 
thereafter, the Governor, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint a Dairy and Food Commissioner, who shall hold 
his office for the term of two years from the first day of January in the 
year of his appointment and until his successor is appointed and quali- 
fied. 

2. (C. L., 4974) Sec. 2. The Governor shall have power to remove 
such commissioner at any time in his discretion; but the reasons for 
such removal shall be laid before the Senate at the next regular or 
special session of the legislature thereafter, and in case of a vacancy in 
the office of commissioner from any cause, the Governor may appoint 
another person to fill the same. 

3. (C. L., 4975)' Sec. 3. Before entering upon the duties of his 
office, the person so appointed shall make, subscribe, and file in the 
office of the Secretary of State, an oath of office in the form prescribed 
by section one of article eighteen of the constitution of this State, and 
shall enter into bonds wiih the people of the State of Michigan in the 
sum of ten thousand dollars, with sureties to be approved by the Gov- 
ernor, conditioned for the faithful performance of his duties. 

4. (C. L., 4976) Sec. 4. Said commissioner shall receive an annual 
salary of two thousand dollars. The said conmussiotfer is hereby au- 
thorized and empowered, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Governor, to appoint a deputy commissioner. The salary of the deputy 
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commissioner shall be fifteen hundred dollars per annum. The said com- 
miRsioner may also appoint eight regular inspectors, who shall receive an 
annual salary not to exceed one thousand dollars per year, and such 
other special inspectors as the proper performance of the ^duties of the 
oflSce may require, which special inspectors rfiall be paid not to exceed 
three dollars per day for time actually employed: Provided, That the 
amount paid such special inspectors any one fiscal year shall not ex- 
ceed six thousand dollars. The persons so appointed shall have power 
to administer oaths in all matters ^relative to the dairy and food laws 
and shall take and subscribe the constitutional oath of office and file 
the same in the office of the Secretary of State; and they shall hold 
office during the pleasure of the commissioner. The inspectors shall have 
the same right of access to the places to be inspected as the said com- 
missioner or his deputy. The commissioner*shall appoint such clerks as 
he may deem necessary for the transaction of the business of his office. 
The salaries and expenses authorized by this section shall be for the 
unexpired part of the fiscal year ending June thirt}', nineteen hun- 
dred five, and each fiscal year thereafter. Said salaries are to be paid 
monthly on the warrant of the Auditor General. The actual and nec- 
essary expenses of the commissioner, deputy and inspectors, in the 
performance of their official duties, shall be audited by the State Board 
of Auditors and paid upon the warrant of the Auditor General. Such 
compensation and expenses shall be certified, audited and paid in the 
same manner as salaries and expenses paid similar officers. The deputy 
commissioner and inspectors shall enter into bonds with the people of 
the State of Michigan in the. sum of five thousand dollars each, with 
sureties to be approved by the commissioner, conditioned for the faith- 
ful performance of their respective duties. Tlie Board of State Auditors 
shall provide office room, and the necessary furniture and fixtures and 
the necessary stationary, supplies and printing for the conducting of the 
business of said commissioner, on his application to said board therefor. 
Said office shall be and remain in the city of Lansing. 

[}Am. by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 154, P. A. 1897. Am. by 
Act No. 186, P. A. 1901. Am. by Act No. 230, P. A. 1903. Am. by Act No. 12, 
P. A. 1905.] 

5: (C. L., 4977) Sec. 5. The commissioner, by and with the consent 
of the Governor, shall appoint a suitable and competent person as 
State Analyst, who shall be a practical analytical chemist. The commij- 
siouer, in like manner, may appoint an assistant chemist. Before en- 
tering upon the duties of their offices, the analyst and assistant chemist 
shall take, subscribe and file in the office of the. Secretary of State 
the constitutional oath of office. Their term of office shall continue dur- 
ing the pleasure of the commissioner. The board of State Auditors 
shall provide a room in connection with the Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner for the laboratory of the State Analyst and his assistant, and 
the neiessarj^ furniture and fixtures therefor. In case of the absence or 
inability of the State Analyst or his assistant to perform his duty, the 
commissioner may appoint some competent person to perform the same 
temporarily, wbii'h i)erson shall take, subscribe and file the constitu- 
tional oath of office. The salaries and expenses authorized by this 
section shall be for the unexpired part of the fiscal year ending June 
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thirty, nineteen hundred five, and each fiscal year thereafter, said salaries 
to be payable monthly on the warrant of the Auditor General. The 
salary of the chemist shall be not to exceed two thousand dollars; the 
salary of the assistant chemist shall be not to exceed twelve hundred 
dollars. The actual and necessary expenses of the chemist and the 
assistant chemist, in the performance of their official duties, shall be 
audited by the Board of State Auditors, and paid upon the warrant 
of the Auditor General. Such an amount as is found to be necessary 
in the proper performance of the work of the analyst may be expended 
for chemical supplies. Such compensations, expenses and supplies shall 
be certified, audited and paid in the same manner as the salaries, ex- 
penses and supplies of similar officers. 

[Am. by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. i54, P. A. 1897. Am. by 
Act No. 186. P. A. 1901. Am, by Act No. 230, P. A. 1M3. Am. by Act No. 12, 
P. A. 1905.] 

6. (C. L., 4978) Sec. 6. It shall be tlie duty of the Pairy and Food 
Commissioner to carefully inquire into the dairy and food and drink 
products and the several articles which are foods or drinks, or the 
n^essary constituents of foods or drinks, which are manufactured or 
sold or exposed or offered for sale in this State, and he may, in a law- 
ful manner, procure samples of the same and direct the State Analyst 
to make due and careful examination of the same, and report to the 
commissioner the result of the analysis of all and any of such food and 
drink products or dairy products as are adultered, impure or unwhole- 
some in contravention of the laws of this State ; and it shall be the duty 
of the commissioner to make a complaint against the manufacturer or 
vendor thereof in the proper county and furnish all evidence thereof, to 
obtain a conviction of the offense charged. The Dairy and Pood Com- 
missioner, or his deputy, or any person appointed by him for that pur- 
pose may make complaint and cause proceedings^ to be commenced against 
any person for the enforcement of any of the laws relative to adulterated, 
impure or unwholesome food or drink, and in such case he shall not be 
obliged to furnish security for costs and shall have power, in the per- 
formance of his duties, to enter into any creamery, factory, store, sales- 
room, drug store, or laboratory,^ or place where he has reason to believe 
food or drink is made, stored, sold or offered for sale and open any 
cask, tub, jar, bottle or package containing, or supposed to contain, 
anv article of food or drink and examine or cause to be examined the 
contents thereof, and take therefrom samples for analysis. The person 
making such inspection shall take such sample of such article or pro- 
duct in the presence of at least one witness, and he shall, in the pres- 
ence of said witness, mark or seal such sample and shall tender at tlie 
time of taking to the manufacturer or vendor of such product, or to 
the person having the custody of the same, the value thereof, and 
a statement in writing for the taking of such sample. Whenever it is 
determined by the Dairy and Food Commissioner, his deputy or inspec- 
tors, that filthy or unsanitary conditions exist or are permitted to exist 
in the operation of any bakery, confectionary, or ice ci-eam plant, or in 
any place where any food or drink products are niamifactured, stored, 
deposited or sold for any purpose whatever, the proj)rietor or }>roprietort». 
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owner or owners, of such bakery, confectionary or ice cream plant, op 
any person or persons, owning or operating any plant where any food 
or drink products are manufactured, stored, deposited or sold, shall be 
first notified and warned by the commiKsioner, his deputy or inspectors 
to place such bakery, confectionary or ice cream plant, or any place 
where any food or drink products are manufactured, stored, deposited 
or sold in a sanitary condition within a reasonable length of time; 
and any person or persons owning and operating any bakery, confection- 
ary or ice cream plant or any place where any food or drink products 
^re manufactured, stored, deposited or sold, failing to obey sjach notice 
and warning, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction 
thereof, shall be punished by a fine of not less than twenty-five dollars 
nor more than three hundred dollars and costs of prosecution, or im- 
prisonment in the county jail not to exceed ninety days, or until such 
fine and costs are paid, or both fine and imprisonment at the discretion 
of the court. 

[Am. by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 154, P. A. 1897. Am. by Act 
No. 268, P. A. 1899. Am. by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

7. (C. L., 4979) Sec. 7. The commissioner, his deputy or any per- 
son by said commissioner duly appointed for that purpose, is author- 
ized at all times to seize and take possession of any and all food and 
dairy products, substitutes therefor, or imitation thereof kept for sale, 
exposed for sale or held in possession or under the control of any per- 
son which in the. opinion of the said commissioner, or his deputy or such 
person by him duly appointed, shall be contrary to the provisions of 
this act or other laws which now exist or which may be hereafter en- 
acted. 

First, The person so making such seizure as aforesaid, shall take 
from such goods as seized a sample for the purpose of analysis and 
shall cause the i*emainder thereof to be boxed and sealed and shall 
leave the same in the possession of the person from whom they were 
seized, subject to such dis]K)sition as shall hereafter be made thereof 
according to the provisions of this act. 

Second, Th^ person so making such seizure, shall forward the sam- 
ple so taken to the State Analyst for analysis, who shall make an 
analysis of the same and shall certify the results of such analysis, which 
certificate shall be prima facie evidence of the fact or facts therein certi- 
fied to in anv court where the same mav l)e offered in evidence. 

Third, If ui)on such analysis it shall appear that said food or dairy 
products are adulterated, substitutes or imitations within the meaning 
of this act, said commissioner, or his dupty or any person by him 
duly authorized may make complaint liefore any justice of the peace 
or police justice having jurisdiction in the city, village or township where 
such goods wei'e seized, and thereui)on said justice of the peace 
shall issue his summons to the person from whom said goods were seized, 
directing him to api)ear not leps than six or more than twelve days 
from the date of the issuing of said summons and show cause why said 
goods should not be condemned and disposed of. If the said person 
from whom said goods were seized cannot be found said summons shall 
be served upon the person then in possession of the goods. The said 
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summons shall be served at least six days before the time of appearance 
mentioned thei-ein. If the person from whom said goods were seized 
cannot be found, and no one can be found in possession of said goods, 
and the defendants shall not appear on the return day, then said jus- 
tice of the peace shall proceed in said cause in the same manner pro- 
vided by law where a writ of attachment is returned not personally 
served upon any of the defendants and none of the defendants shall 
appear upon the return day. 

Fourth, Unless cause to the contrary thereof is shown, or if said 
goods shall be found upon trial to he in violation of any of the pro- 
visions of this act or other laws which now exist or which may be 
hereafter enacted, it shall be the duty of said justice of the peace or 
police justice to render judgment that said seized property be for- 
feited to the State of Michigan, and that the said goods be destroyed 
or sold by the said commissioner for any purpose other than to be used 
for food. The mode of procedure before said justice shall be the same, 
as near as may be as in civil proceedings before justices of the peace. 
Either parties may apx>eal to the circuit court as appeals are taken 
from justices' courts but it shall not be necessary for the people to 
give any appeal bond. 

Fifth, The proceeds arising from any such sale shall be paid into the 
State treasury and credited to the general fund: Provided, That if 
the owner or party claiming the property or goods so declared for- 
feited can produce and prove a written guaranty of purity, signed by 
the wholesaler, jobber, manufacturer or other party from whom said 
articles were purchased, then the proceeds of the sale of such articles, 
over and above the costs of seizure, forfeiture, and sale, shall be paid 
over to such o^Tier or claimant to reimburse him, to the extent of 
such surplus, for his actual loss resulting from such seizure and for- 
feiture, as shown by the invoice. 

Sixth, It shall be the duty of each prosecuting attorney when called 
upon by said commissioners or by any person by him authorized as 
aforesaid, to render any legal assistance in his power in proceedings 
under the provision of tliis act, or any subsequent act relative to the 
adulteration of food, for the sale of impure or unwholesome food or food 
products. 

[Am. by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 268, P. A. 1899. Am. by Act 
No. 230, P. A. 1903.] 

8. (C. L., 4980) Sec. 8. It shall be unlawful for the State Analyst, 
while he holds his office to furnish to any individual, firm or corpora- 
tion, any certificate as to the purity or excellence of any article manu- 
factured or sold by them to be used as food or in the preparation of 
food. 

9. (C. L., 4981) Sec. 9. The commissioner shall make an annual 
report to the Governor on or before the first day of July in each year, 
and which shall be printed and published on or before the first day 
of September next thereafter, which report shall cover the doings of 
his office for the preceding fiscal year, which shall show, among other 
things, the number of manufactories and other places inspected and 
by whiom, the number of specimens of food articles analyzed, and the 

17 
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State Analyst's report upon each one; the number of complaints en- 
tered against persons for violation of the laws relative to the adultera- 
tion of food, the number of convictions had, and the amount of fines 
imposed therefor, together with such recommendation relative to the 
statutes in force as his experience may justify. Tlie commissioner shall 
also prepare, print and distribute to all the papers of the State, and to 
such persons as may be interested or may apply therefor, a monthly 
bulletin, in suitable paper covers, containing results of inspections, the 
results of analyses made by the State Analyst, with popular explana- 
tion of the same, and such other information as may come to him in 
his official capacity relating to the adulteration of food and drink pro- 
ducts and of dairy products, so far as he may deem the same of benefit 
and advantage to the public ; also a brief summary of all the work done 
during the month by the commissioner and his assistants in the en- 
forcement of the laws of the State, but not more than ten thousand 
copies of each such monthly bulletin shall be printed. 

[Am. by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 154, P. A. 1897. Am. by Act 
No. 268, P. A. 1899.] 

10. (C. L., 4982) Sec. 10. Any person who shall wilfully hinder 
or obstruct the Dairy and Food Commissioner, or his deputy or other 
person or insi)ector by him duly authorized, in the exercise of the 
powers conferred upon him by this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
ten dollars nor more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in 
the county jail for not less than ten days nor more than ninety days, 
or both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

[Added by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895.] 

11. (C. L., 4983) Sec. 11. The sum of thirty-five thousand dollars 
is hereby appropriated for the fiscal year ending June thirty, nineteen 
hundred six, and for each fiscal year thereafter, there is hereby appro- 
priated the sum of thirty-five thousand dollai'S. Out of the amounts 
appropriated by this act shall be paid all salaries and expenses and 
chemical supplies provided for therein : Provided, That all expenses 
for stationery and printing shall be audited and paid in the same man- 
ner as other State printing and stationery. 

[Added by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 154, P. A. 1897, Am. by 
Act No. 268, P. A. 1899. Am. by Act No. 186, P. A. 1901. Am. by Act No. 12, 
P. A. 1905.] 

12. (C. L., 4984) Sec. 12. The Auditor General is hereby directed 
to annually add to and incorj^orate into the State tax, to be levied each 
year, the sum of thirty-five thousand dollars, which, w^hen collected, shall 
be credited to the general fund to reimburse the same for the money ap- 
jiropriated by this act. 

[Added by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 154. P. A. 1897. Am. by 
Act No. 268, P. A. 1899. Am. by Act No. 186, P. A. 1901. Am. by Act No. 230. 
P. A. 1903. Am. by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

13. Sec. 13. It shall also be the duty of the Dairy and Food CJom- 
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missioner to foster and encourage the dairy industry of the State, and 
for that purpose, he shall investigate the general conditions of the 
creameries, cheese factories, condensed milk factories, skimming stations, 
milk stations and farm dairies^ in this State, witli full power to enter 
upon any premises for such investigation, with the object in view of 
improving the quality and creating and maintaining uniformity of the 
dairy products of the State; and should it become necessary, in the 
judgment of the Dairy and Food Commissioner, he may cause instruc- 
tion to be given in any creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory, 
skimming station, milk station, or farm dairy, or in any locality in this 
State, and in order to secure the proper feeding and cai-e of cows, or 
the practical operation of any plant producing dairy products, and in 
order to secure such a uniform and standard quality of dairy products 
in this State, he shall furnish a sufficient number of comi>etent inspec- 
tors, the appointment of whom is provided for in section four of this 
act, and they shall be duly qualified to act as such inspectors. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

14. Sec. 14. Whenever it is determined by the Dairy and Food Com- 
missioner, his deputy or inspectors, that any person is using, selling 
or furnishing to any skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, con- 
densed milk factory, milk depot, farm dairy, milk dealer, the retail 
trade or to any consumer of milk, any impure or unwholesome milk 
or cream, which impurity or unwholesomeness is caused by the un- 
sanitary or filthy condition of the premises where cows are kept, or by 
the unsanitary or filthy care or handling of the cows, or from the use of 
unclean utensils or from unwholesome food, or from any other cause, the 
person so using, selling or furnishing to any skimmiug station, creamery, 
cheese factory, condensed milk factory, milk depot, farm dairy, milk 
dealer, the retail trade, or to any consumer of milk, any such milk or 
cream, shall first be notified and warned by the commissioner, his deputy 
or inspectors not to use, sell, or furnish such milk or ci'eam to such 
skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory, milk 
depot, farm dairy, milk dealer, the retail trade, or to any consumer 
of milk, and any person failing to obey such notice and warning, and 
continuing to use, sell or furnish to any skimming station, creamery, 
cheese factory, condensed milk factory, farm dairy, milk dealer or to the 
i*etail trade such impure or unwholesome milk or cream, shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be punished by 
a fine not less than ten dollare, nor more than fifty dollai"s, and costs of 
prosecution, or imprisonment in the county jail, not to exceed ninety 
days, or until such fine and costs ai^ paid, or both fine and imprison- 
ment at the discretion of the couri. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

15. Sec. 15. \\lienever it is determined by the Dairy and Food Com- 
missioner, his deputv or inspectors, that unsanitary conditions exist or 
are permitted to exist in the oj)eration of any skimming station, cream- 
ery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory, milk depot, or farm dairy, 
the proprietor or proprietors, or manager of said skimming station, 
creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory or farm dairy, shall be 
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first notified and warned by the commissioner, his deputy or inspectors 
to ])lace such skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed 
milk factory', milk depot or fann dairy in a sanitary condition, within 
a reasonable length of time; and any i)erson or persons owning or opera- 
ting such skimming station, creamery, cheese factor}^, condensed milk 
factory, milk depot, or farm dairy, failing to obey such notice and 
warning, shall be guilty of a misdenieiinor, and uj)on conviction thereof, 
shall be punished by a fine of not less than twenty-five dollars, nor 
more than three hundred dollars, and costs of prosecution, or imprison- 
ment in the county jail, not to exceed ninety days or until such fine 
and costs are paid, or both fine and imprisonment at the discretion of the 
court. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

16. Sec. 16. It shall be the duty of the proprietor or proprietors 
of every skimming station, ci'eamery, cheese factory, condensed milk 
factory or milk depot, in the State where milk or cream is received by 
purchase or otherwise from three or more persons, to register with the 
Dairy and Food Commissioner on or before April first of each year, 
upon blanks furnished by said official, the location of such skimming 
station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory or milk depot, 
and the name of its owner or owners and manager. And it shall be the 
duty of the proprietor or proprietors of every skimming station, cream- 
ery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory or milk depot in this State, 
w^here milk or cream is received by purchase or otherwise from three or 
more persons, to file a report with the Dairy and Food Commissioner, 
said report to be made on or before April first of each year, upon blanks 
furnished by said official, and to show the amount of milk or cream re- 
ceived by said skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed 
milk factory or milk depot during the year ending December thirty-first 
•preceding; and said report shall show the amount of butter, cheese or 
condensed milk manufactured during the year, together with a list of 
the names and postoffice addresses of the patrons of said skimming sta- 
tion, creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory or milk depot. 
Every skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk fac- 
tory or milk depot, so registering and so reporting, shall pay to the office 
of the State Dairy and Food Commissioner an annual registration fee of 
five dollars, to be paid at the time of such registration. The money so 
collected by the Dairy and Food Commissioner shall be paid into the 
State treasury and be used to help defray the expenses of the office of 
the Dairy and Food Commissioner, in addition to the annual appropria- 
tion therefor. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

17. Sec. 17. Any pei-son, or persons or corporation who shall sell 
milk or cream from a wagon or other conveyance, depot or store, or who 
shall sell or deliver milk or. cream to a hotel, restaurant, boarding 
house or any public place, shall be considered a milk dealer; and every 
milk dealer who shall sell milk or cream from a wagon or other con- 
veyance, depot or store, or who shall sell, or deliver milk or cream 
to a hotel, restaurant, l>oarding house or any public place in any city,. 
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town or village of this State, must first obtain a license from the Dairy 
and Food Ck)minissioner to sell snch milk op cream. A license shall be 
required for each wagon or other conveyance, dei)ot or store. Each 
dealer shall pay to the Dairy and Food Commissioner a license fee of 
one dollar for each license so granted, which license must be obtained 
on or before the first day of July of each year. The moneys i*eceived 
by the Dairy and Food Commissioner, in payment of such licenses, shall 
be paid into the State treasury and be used to help defray the expenses 
of the office of the Dairy and Food Commissioner in addition to the 
annual appropriation. All licenses shall be used only in the name of the 
owner of tlie wagon, depot or store, and shall, for the purpose of this 
act, be prima facie evidence of owner*ship. !No license shall be sold, 
assigned, or transferred. Each license shall record the name, residence, 
place of business, number of wagons, depots or stores used (where more 
than one is employed) and the number of the license. Whoever violates 
any of the provisions of this section, in so far as relates to registration 
and the securing of licenses, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemwinor, 
and for each and every offense shall be punished by a fine of not less 
than five dollars, nor more than twentv-five dollars and the costs of 
prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail for not moi*e than 
thirty days, er both. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

18. Sec. 18. Any manufacturer, company, person or persons who 
shall sell, offer or expose for sale or for distribution, in this State, any 
concentrated commercial feeding stuff used for feeding live stock, shall 
furnish with each car, or other amounts shipped in bulk, and shall affix 
to every package of such feeding stuff, in a conspicuous place, on the 
outside thereof, a plainly printed statement, clearly and truly certify- 
ing the number of net pounds in the car or package sold or offered for 
sale, the name or trade-mark under which the article is sold, the name 
of the manufacturer or shipper, the place of manufacture, the place of 
business, and a chemical analysis, stating the percentages it contains 
of crude protein, crude fibre, nitrogen-free extract and ether extract, 
all constituents to be determined by the methods adopted by the associa- 
tion of official agricultural chemists. Whenever any feeding stuff is 
sold at retail, in bulk or in packages belonging to the purchaser, tlie 
agent or dealer shall furnish to him a certified copy of the chemical 
analvsis named in this section. 

(a) The term concentrated commercial feeding stuffs as used in this 
act shall include linseed meal, cotton seed meal, pea meals, cocoanut 
, meals, gluten meals, oil meals of all kinds, gluten feeds, maize feeds, 
starch feeds, mixed sugar feeds, hominy feeds, rice meals, oat fecnls, com 
and oat feeds, meat meals, dried blood, clover meals, mixed feeds of 
all kinds, slaughter house waste products; also all condimental stock 
foods, patented and proprietary stock foods, claimed to possess nutritive 
proi)erties and all other materials intended for feeding to domestic ani- 
mals: Provided, That such feecfing stuffs, as defined above, shall not 
include hays, straws, fodders, ensilage, the whole seeds nor tin* un- 
mixed meals made directly from the entii-e grains of wheat, rye, barley, 
oats, flaxseed, maize buckwheat, w^et brewers' gi*ains, malt sprouts, wet 
or dried beet pulp when unmixed with other materials. Neither shall 
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it include wheat rye and buckwheat brans or middlings not mixed 
with other substances, but sold separately as distinct articles of com- 
merce, nor pure grains ground together. 

(b) Before any manufacturer, company, person or persons shaJl sell, 
offer or expose for sale in this State any concentrated commercial feed- 
ing stuffj he or they shall, for each and every feeding stuff bearing a dis- 
tinguishing name or trade-mark, file annually, witJi the Dairy and Pood 
C'Ommissioner a certified copy of the chemical analysis and certificate 
referred to in this section, and shall deposit with said Dairy and Food 
Commissioner a sealed glass jar, or bottle, containing at least one pound 
of the feeding stuff to . be sold or offered for sale, together with an 
affidavit that it is a fair sample of the article thus to be sold or offered 
for sale. He or they shall also pay annually into the State treasury 
a license fee of twenty dollars for each and every brand of feeding stuff 
he offers or exposes for sale in this State. Said fee is to be paid on or 
before April first of each year: Provided, That whenever the manufac- 
turer or importer shall have paid this license fee, his agents shall not 
be required to do so. Whenever any manufacturer, importer, agent or 
seller of any commercial feeding stuff desires at any time to sell such 
material and has not paid the license fee therefor, he shall pay the 
license fee prescribed in this section, before making any such sale. The 
money collected under the provisions of this act ^all be paid into the 
State treasury and be used to help defray the expenses of the office of 
the Dairy and Food Commissioner, in addition to the regular appropria- 
tion therefor. 

(c) Whenever the manufacturer, importer, agent or seller of any 
commercial feeding stuff shall have complied with the requirements of 
this section, the Dairy and Food Commissioner shall issue or cause to 
be issued, a license, permitting the sale of said feeding stuff, which li- 
cense shall terminate on April first following the date of issue. 

(d) All such analyses of commercial feeding stuffs required by this 
act, shall be made under the direction of the Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner, and shall be paid for out of the funds arising from the license 
fees provided for in this section. > 

(e) The Dairy and Food Commissioner shall publish, or cause to be 
published in bulletin form, at least annually a correct statement of all 
analyses made, together with any incidental information concerning 
same which he may deem proper. 

(f) Any manufacturer, importer, company, agent, peraon or persons, 
who shall sell, offer or expose for sale, without first complying with the 
provisions of this act, any commercial feeding stuff, or shall attach or 
cause to be attached to any car, package or Qther quantitj^ of said 
feeding stuff, an analysis stating that it contains a larger percentage 
of any one or more of the constituents named in this section than it 
really does contain shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined not less than 
one hundred dollars for the first offense, and not less than three hun- 
dred dollars for every subsequent offense, and the offender shall also 
be liable for damages sustained by the purchaser of such feeding stuff 
on account of such misrepresentation. 

(g) The Dairy and Food Commissioner, by any duly authorized 
agent, is hereby authorized to select from any package of commercial or 
other feeding stuff exposed or offered for sale in this State, a quantity 
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not exceeding two pounds for a sample, Buch. sample to be used for the 
puri)oses of an official analysis and for compai*ison with, the certificate 
filed with the Dairy and Food Commissioner, and with the certificate 
affixed to the package' on sale. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

19. Sec. 19. The published annual report of the Dairy and Pood 
ComiQissioner which shall be made to the Qovernor, shall include a 
complete accounting of all moneys received by the department from 
every source, and the amount expended by the department. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

20. Sec. 20. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act 
so far as they are inconsistent are hereby repealed. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 



AN ACT in relation to the powers and duties of the Dsdry and Food 

Commissioner of the State of Michigan. 

(Act No. 167, Public Acts, 1899.) 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

21. Section 1. That any person who shall obstruct the Dairy and 
I'ood Commissioner, or his deputy, or any of his duly appointed inspec- 
tors, by refusing to allow him entrance to any place whei'e he is author- 
ized to enter in the discharge' of his official duty, or refuses to deliver 
to him a sufficient sample for the analysis of any article of food or 
drink sold, offered or exposed for sale, or in his possession for the pur- 
pose of sale, wherever the same may be found, when the same is requested 
and when the value thereof is tendered shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
twenty-five dollars or more than one hundred dollai's and the costs of 
prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail not less than ten 
days or more than ninety days, or by both such fine and imprisonment 
in the discretion of the court, for each and every offense. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 
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AN ACT for the prevention and suppi-ession of foul brood among bees 
in the State of Michigan, and the insi)ection thereof, and to make 
an appropriation therefor, and to repeal act number one hundred 
forty-one of the public acts of eighteen hundi'ed eighty-one, being 
sections fifty-six hundred sixty-three, fifty-six hundred sixty-four, fifty- 
six hundred sixty-five, fifty-six hundred sixty-six, fifty-six hundred 
sixty-seven, fifty-six hundred sixty-eight, fifty-six hundred sixty-nine 
and fifty-six hundred seventy of the compiled laws of eighteen hun- 
dred ninety-seven. 

(Act No. 66, Public Acts, 1901.) 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

22. Section 1. The Dairy and Food Commissioner upon receipt of a 
certified copy of the I'ecord of the Michigan State Beekeepers' Associa- 
tion, by the secretary of said association, showing that a majority of 
tlie members of said association recommended the api)ointment of an 
inspector of apiaries, shall appoint a State inspector of apiaries. Said 
insi)ector shall be responsible to the Dairy and Food Commissioner and 
shall comply with such rules and regulations as the Dairy and Food 
Commissioner shall from time to time prescribe for the carrying out of 
the work of said State inspector. 

23. Sec*. 2. The Dairy and Food Commissioner shall, w^hen notified 
in writing by the owner of an apiary or by three disinterej^ted tax 
payers in the vicinity of the apiary, cause the inspector to examine 
such a])iaries as are reported and all others in the same locality not 
rejjorted, and ascertain whether or not the disease known as foul brood 
or other contagious disease exists in such apiaries, and if satisfied of the 
existence of foul brood, he shall give -the owner or caretaker of the 
diseased apiaries full instructions how to treat said case as in the 
inspector's judgment seems best. 

24. Sec. 3. The inspector who shall be the sole judge may visit all 
diseased apiaries a second time and if need be bum all colonies of bees 
and combs that may be found not cured of foul brood or other contagious 
diseases. 

25. Sec. 4. If the owner of a diseased apiary, honey or appliances 
shall knowingly or wilfully sell, barter or give away any bees, honey 
or appliances, or expose other bees to the danger of said disease or re- 
fuse to allow said inspector to insi)ect such apiary, honey or appliances, 
said owner shall on conviction before a justice of the peace, be liable 
to a fine of not less than fifty dollai's nor more than one hundred dol- 
lai-s, or not less than one month's imprisonment in the county jail, nor 
more than two month's imprisonment. 

26. Sec. o. In addition to such individual I'cports as are required 
under this act by the insjK^ctor of a])ianes, he shall make an- annual 
reiK>rt to the Dairy and Food Commissioner, giving the number of the 
apiaries visited, the number of diseased apiaries found, the number of 
colonies treated, also the number of colonies destroyed by fire, and an 
itemized account of his transiK)rtation ex])ens(»s with affidavit annexed 

thereto. 

27. Sec. 0. There is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
State treasury not otherwise ap]>ropriated a sum not exceeding five 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 137 

hundred dollars per year for the suppression of foul brood among bees 
in Michigan. The inspector shall receive five dollars per day and actual 
transportation and expenses for actual time served, which sum shall not 
exceed the money hereby appropriated, to be paid by the State Treas- 
urer upon warrants drawn by the Auditor General and approved by 
the Dairj^ and Food Commissioner. 

[Am. by Enrolled Act No. 87, Session Laws 1909.] 

28. Sec. 7. Act number one hundred forty-one of the public acts 
of eighteen hundred eighty-one, being section fifty-six hundred sixty- 
three, fifty-six hundred sixty-four, fifty-six hundred sixty-five, fifty-six 
hundred sixty-six, fifty-six hundred sixty soven^ fifty-six hundred sixty- 
eight, fifty-six hundred sixty-nine and fifty-six hundred seventy of the 
compiled laws of eighteen hundred ninety-seven is hereby repealed. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 



GENERAL FOOD LAW. 

AN ACT to prohibit and prevent adulteration, fraud and deception in 
the manufacture, and sale of articles of food and drink. 

(Act No. 193, Public Acts, 1895.) 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

29. (C. L., 5010) Section 1. That no person shall within this State 
manufacture for sale, have in his possession with intent to sell, offer or 
expose for sale, or sell, any article of food which is adulterate<l within 
the meaning of this act. 

[Am. by Act No. 118, P. A. 1897.] 

30. (C. L., 5011) Sec. 2. The term food, as used herein, sliall include 
all articles used for food or drink, or intended to be eaten or drank 
by man, whether simple, mixed or compound. 

31. (C. L., 5012) Sec. 8. An article shall be deemed to be adulter- 
ated Tv-ithin the meaning of this act: First, If any siibslance or sub- 
stances have been mixed witli it, so as to lower or depreciate or in- 
juriously affect its quality strength or purity; Flecond, If any inferior 
or cheaper substance or substances have been substituted wholly or 
in part for it; Third, if any valuable or necessary constituent or in- 
gredient has been wholly or in part abstracted from it; Fonrth, If it 
is an imitation of, or is sold imder the name of another arti(!le; Fifth, If 
it consists wholly or in part of a diseased, decomposed, putrid, infected, 
tainted or rotten animal or vegetable substance or article, wlelher 
manufactured or not, or, in the case* of milk, if it is tlie product of a 
diseased animal ; f^ixth. If it is colored, coated, polished or powdered 
whereby damage or inferiority is concealed, or if by any means it is 
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made to appear better or of greater value than It really is; .Seventh, If 
it contains any added substance or ingredient which is poisonous or 
injurious to health: Provided, That nothing in this act shall prevent 
the coloring of pure butter: And provided further. That the provisions 
of this act shall not apply to mixtures or compounds recognized as ordi- 
nary articles or ingredients of articles of food, if each and every pack- 
age sold or offered for sale bear the name and address of the manu- 
facturer and be distinctlv labeled under its own distinctive name, and 
in a manper so as to plainly and correctly show that it is a mixture 
or compound, and is not in violation with definition fourth and seventh 
of this section. 

[Am. by Act No. 118, P. A. 1897.] 

32. (C. L., 5013) Sec. 4. No person, by himself or his agents dr 
servants, shall manufacture for sale or offer or expose for sale, or sell, 
as butter, and the legitimate product of the dairy or creamery, any 
article not made exclusively of milk or cream, but into which the oil 
or fat of animals, or any other oils not produced from milk, enters as 
a component part, has been introduced to take the jilace of cream. AA'ho- 
ever violates the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty cf a 
misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall l)e j)unislied by a fine of 
not less than fifty nor more than five hundred dollars, and the costs of 
prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail, or the State House 
of Correction and Reformatorv at Ionia for not less than niuetv davs 
nor more than two years, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the 
discretion of the court for each and every oifense. 

33. (C. L., 5014). Sec. 5. No person shall manufacture, deal in, 
sell, offer or expose for sale or exchange, any article or substance in the 
semblance of, or in imitation of cheese made exclusively of unadulterated 
milk or cream, or both, into which any animal, intestinal cr offal fats or 
oils or melted butter in any condition or state or modiflcati<m of the 
same, or oleaginous substances of any kind not producixl from unadulter- 
ated milk or cream shall have been introduced. AVMioever shall violate 
tlie provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a line of nor less than 
fifty nor more than five hundred dollars and the costs of prof?ecutien, 
or by imprisonment in the county jail or the State House of Correction 
and Reformatory at Ionia for not Ic&s than ninety d;»ys nor more than 
two years, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion 
of the court for each and every offense. 

34. (C. L., 5015) Sec. 6. Every manufacturer of full milk cheese 
may put a brand upon each cheese, indicating *^Full milk cheese," and 
no person shall use such a brand upon any cheese made from milk from 
which any of the cream has been taken. It shall be the duty of the 
proprietor of every cheese factory, creamer}' or butter factory in the 
State where milk or cream is purchased of or contributed by three or 
more persons, to register the location of such cheese factory, creamery 
or butter factory and the name of its owner or manager with the Dairy 
and Food Commissioner on or before the first day of October, A. D, eight- 
een hundred ninety-seven, and on or before the first day of April in 
each year thereafter. Whoever violates any of the provisions of this. 
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section, is so far as it relates to registration, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and for each and every offense shall be punished by 
a fine of not less than five dollars nor more than twenty five dollars 
and the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail for 
not more than thirty days or both. 

[Am. by Act No. 118, P. A. 1897.] 

35. (C. L., 5016) Sec. 7. The Dairy and Food Commissioner shall 
procure and issue to the cheese manufactures of the State, on proper 
application, which application shall be made on or before the first day 
of October, A. D. eighteen hundred ninety-five and* on or before the 
first day of April in each year thereafter, and under such regulation as 
to the custody and use thereof as he may prescribe, a uniform stensil 
brand, bearing a suitable device or motto and the words "Michigan full 
cream cheese." Everv such brand shall be, used on the outside of the 
cheese, and upon the package containing the same, and shall bear a 
separate number for each separate factory. The said commissioner 
shall keep a book in which shall be registered the name, location and 
number of each manufactory using the brand, and the name or names 
of persons at each factory authorized to use the same. No such, brand 
shall be used on other than full cream cheese or packages containing 
the same. The commissioner shall receive a fee of one dollar for each 
registration, said fee to be paid by the party applying for the same, 
which amount shall be accounted for and used as a part of the fund 
appropriated for the enforcement of the laws of this State with which 
the Dairy and Food Commiss-ioner is chained. 

36. (C. L., 5017) Sec. 8. No person shall knowingly offer, sell or 
expose for sale, in any package, cheese which is falsely branded or 
labeled. 

37. (0. L., 5018) Sec. 9. No person shall within this State manu- 
facture for sale, have in his possession with intent to sell, offer or ex- 
pose for sale, or sell as lard, any substance not the Intimate and ex- 
clusive product of the fat of the hog. 

38. (C. L., 5019) Sec. 10. Every person who manufacturers for 
sale, has in his possession with intent to sell, offers or exposes for 
sale, or sells, any substance made in the semblance of lard, or as mu 
imitation of lard, and which consists of any mixture or compound of 
animal or vegetable oils, or fats, other than h<^ fat, in the form of 
lard, shall cause the tierce, barrel, tub, pail or package containing the 
same to be distinctlv and l^iblv branded or labeled "Lard substitute 
or compound," and every person who manufacturers for sale, has in 
his possession with intent to sell, offers or exposes for sale or sells, 
any substance made in the semblance of lard or as an imitation of lard, 
or as a substitute for lard, and which is designed to take the place of 
lard, and which conjsists of any mixture or compound of lard with ani- 
mal or vegetable oils, or fats, shall cause the tierce, barrel, tub, pail or 
package containing the same to be distinctly and l^bly branded or 
labeled either "Adulterated lard," "Lard compound," or "Lard substi- 
tute." Such brands or labels shall be in letters not less than one inch 
in length and shall be followed with the name of the maker and factory, 
and the location of such factory. 



140 STATE OF MICHIGAN. 

♦ 39. (C. L., 5020) Sec. 11. Every dealer or tnider who, by himself 
or agent, or as the servant or agent of another jKirson, offers or exposes 
for sale, or sells any form of lard substitute or adulterated lard, as 
hereinbefore define<l, shall securely aflBx or cause to be affixed to the 
package wherein the same is contained, offered for sale or sold, a label, 
upon the outside and face of which is distinctly and legibly printeti 
in letters not less than one-half inch in length, the words ^*Lard sub- 
, stitute" or "Adulterated lard" or "I^ard compound" or other appro- 
priate word which shall coiTectly exj)ress its nature and use. 

40. (C. L., 5021) Sec. 12. The having in possession of any lard sub- 
stitute or adulterated lard or lard compound, as hereinbefore defined, 
which is not branded or labeled {is hereinbefore required and directed, 
upon the part of any dealer or trader, or any person engaged in the 
public sale of such articles, shall for the purjx)se of the act be deemed 
prima facie evidence of intent to sell the same. 

41. (C. L., 5022) Sec. 13. No i^erson, firm or corporation in this 
State shall manufacture for sale, or sell, or offer or expose for sale, 
as fruit jelly or fruit butter, any jelly or imitation fruit butter or 
other similar compound made or composed in whole or in part of glucose, 
dextrine, starch or other substances, and colored in imitation of fruit 
jelly or fruit butter nor shall any such jelly, fruit butter or compound 
be manufactured or sold, or offered for sale, under any name or designa- 
tion whatever, unless the same shall l>e composed entii^ly of ingredients 
not injurious to health, and shall not be colored in imitation of fruit 
jelly, and every can, i)ail or ]>iickage of such jelly or butter sold in this 
State shall be distinctly and durably labeled '^Imitation fmiit jelly or 
butter,'' with the name of the manufactui'er and the place where made. 
Whoever violates the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and when convicted thereof shall be punished by a 
fine of not less than fifty nor more than five hundred dollars, or by 
imprisonment in the county jail or State House of Correction and 
Reformatory at Ionia for not less than ninety days nor more than 
two years, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion 
of the court. 

42. (C. L., 5023) Sec. 14. Ko packer or dealer in preserved or 
canned fruits and vegetables, or other articles of food, shall sell or offer 
for sale such canned articles, unless such articles shall be entirely 
free from substances or ingredients deleterious to health, and unless 
such articles bear a mark, stamp, brand or label bearing the name and 
address of the firm, i>erson or corporation that i)acks the same. All 
"Soaked or bleached goods," or goods put up from i>roducts dried before 
canning, shall be plainly marked, branded stami)ed or labeled as such, 
with the words **Soaked or bleached goods," in letters not less than 
two-line pica in size, showing the name of the article and the name and 
address of the i)acker. 

43. (C. L., 5024) Sec. 15. No person shall manufacture or sell, 
or offer for sale anv manufactured or artificial coff(H5 l>errv in imita- 
tion of the genuine l>erry. No i)erson shall manufacture; sell or offer 
or expose for sale any ground or prepared cofft^, which is adulterated 
with chicory or other substance not injurious to health, unless each 
packajge thereof shall Ik* distinctly lalw^led or marked *'C()ff(?e compound," 
together with the name and address of the manufacturer or compounder 
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thereof, and has no other label or whatever name or designation. No 
person shall offer or expose for sale, have in his possession with intent 
to sell, or sell any molasses, syrup or glucose, unless the biirrel, cask^ 
keg, can or pail eontaining the same shall be distinctly branded or 
labeled with the true and appropriate name; nor shall any person offer 
or exi)Ose for sale, have in his possession with intent to sell, or sell any 
molasses or syrup mixed i^ith glucose, unless the barrel, cask, keg 
or pail containing the same be distinctly branded or labeled "Glucose 
mixture," and the per cent in which glucose entei-s into its composi- 
tion. Such barrel, cask, keg or pail shall be branded or labeled in a 
conspicuous place and such brands or labels shall be in letters of not 
less than one-half inch in length. Glucose and glucose mixtures. shall 
have no other designation than herein required. 

[Am. by Act No. 118, P. A. 1897.] 

44. (C. L., 5025) Sec. 16. No person shall within this State manu- 
facture, brew, distil, have or offer for sale, or sell, any spirituous or 
fermented or malt liquors, containing any substance or ingredient not 
normal or healthful, to exist in spirituous, fermented or malt liquors, 
or which may be deleterious or detrimental to health when such liquoi-s 
are used as a beverage. 

45. (C. L., 5026) Sec. 17. The taking of orders or the making 
of agreements or contracts, by any person, firm or corporation, or by 
any agent or representative thereof, for the future delivery of any of the 
articles, products, goods, wares or merchandise embraced within the pro- 
visions of this act, shall be deemed a sale within the meaning of this 
act. 

46. (G. L., 5027) Sec. 18. Whoever shall falsely brand, mark, 
stencil or label any article or product required by this act to be branded, 
marked, stenciled, or labeled, or shall remove, alter, deface, mutilate,, 
obliterate, imitate or counterfeit any brand mark, stencil or label so 
required, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than one hundred nor 
more tlian one thousand dollars and the costs of prosecution, or by 
imprisonment in the county jail or State House of Correction and 
Reformatory at Ionia, for not less than six months nor more than three 
years, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the 
court for eaeh and every offensa 

47. (C. L., 5028) Sec. 19. Whoever shall do any of the acts or 
things prohibited, or wilfully neglect or refuse to do any of the acts 
or things enjoined by this act, or in any way violate any of its pro- 
visions, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and where no specific 
penalty is prescribed by this act shall be punished by a fine of not 
less than twenty-five nor more than five hundred dollars, or by im- 
prisonment in the county jail for a period of not more than ninety 
days, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of 
the court 

[Am. by Act No. 117, P. A. 1899.] 

48. (C. L., 5029) Sec. 20. It shall be the duty of the Dairy and 
Food Commissioner of the State to investigate all complaints of viola- 
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tions of this act, and take all steps necessary to its enforcement. It 
shall be the duty of all prosecuting officers of this State to prosecute to 
completion all suits brought under the provisions of this act upon the 
complaint of the commissioner or of any citizen. It sliall be the duty of 
all food insx)ectors in cities to examine all complaints made to them of 
violation of this act, and to render assistance in enforcing its provisions. 
It shall also be the duty of all health boards in cities and health officers 
in townships to take cognizance of and report or prosecute all violations 
of this act that may be brought to their notice, or they may have cog- 
nizance of, within their jurisdiction. 

49. Sec. 21. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act 
are hereby repealed. 



BUCKWHEAT FIX)UR. 
AN ACT in relation to the manufacture and sale of buckwheat flour. 

(Act No. 208, Public Acts, 1903.) 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

50. Section 1. Within this State no person shall manufacture, offer 
or expose for sale, keep in possession with intent to sell, or sell 
any ground buckwheat containing any product of wheat, com, rice or 
other foreign substance, unless each and every package thereof be dis- 
tinctly and legibly branded or labeled "Buckwheat Flour Comi)ound'' 
in letters not less than one-half inch in length and be followed with 
the name of the maker and factory and the location of such factory. 

51. Sec. 3. Any brand or label herein required shall be an insepara- 
ble part of the general or distinguishing label, and such label shall be 
that principal and conspicuous sign under which it is sold, and any 
other label or printed matter upon the package shall not be in contra- 
vention of the requirements of this act. 

52. Sec. 3. The having in possession of any buckwheat flour com- 
pound, which is not branded or labeled as hereinbefore required and 
directed upon the part of any person engjiged in the public or private 
sale of such article, shall, for the pui'pose of this act, be deemed prima 
facie evidence of intent to sell the same. 

53. Sec. 4. The taking of orders or the making of agreements or 
contracts by any pei'son, firm or corj)oration or l)y any agent or repre- 
sentative thereof, for the future delivery of buckwheat flour compound 
shall be deemed a sale within the meaning of this act. 

54. Sec. 5. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, 
or neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or things enjoined by this 
act, or in any way violate any of the provisions, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished by a fine not less than twenty- 
five dollars nor more than one hundi-ed dollars, or by imprisonment in 
the county jail for a period of not less than thirty nor more than 



DAIRY AND POOD COMMISSION. 143 

ninety days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of 
the court. 

55. Rec. 6. Act number eighty-four of the public acts of eighteen 
hundred ninety-seven, entitled "An act to prohibit and prevent adultera- 
tion, fraud and deception in the manufacture and sale of buckwheat 
flour," being sections four thousand nine hundred ninety-four to five 
thousand two, both inclusive, of the Compiled Laws of one thousand 
eight hundred ninety-seven is hereby repealed. 



VINEGAR. 



AN ACT in relation to the manufacture and sale of vinegar, and to re- 
peal act number two hundred and twenty-four of the public acts of 
eighteen hundred and eighty-nine, approved July one, eighteen hun- 
dred and eighty-nine. 

(Act No. 71, Public Acts, 1897.) 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

56. (C. L., 5003) Flection 1. That no person shall manufacture for 
sale, offer or expose for sale, sell or deliver, or have in his possession 
with intent to sell, or deliver, any vinegar not in compliance with the 
provisions of this act. No vin^ar shall be sold as apple, orchard or 
cider vinegar, which is not the legitimate product of pure apple juice, 
known as apple cider or vinegar, not made exclusively of said apple 
cider or vinegar into which foreign substance, drugs or acids have been 
introduced, as may appear upon proper test, and upon said test, shall 
contain not less than one and three-fourths per cent, by weight, of 
cider vinegar solids upon full evajmration at the temperature of boiling 
water. 

57. (C. L., 5004) Sec. 2. All vinegar made by fermentation and 
oxidation without the intervention of distillation shall be branded "fer- 
mented vinegar," with the name of the fruit or substance from which 
the same is made. And all vinegar made wholly or in part from dis- 
tilled liquor, shall be branded "distilled vinegar," and all of such 
distilled vinegar shall be free from coloring matter added during 
or after distillation and from color other than that imparted to 
it by distillation. And all fermented vinegar not distilled shall 
contain not less than one and three-fourths per cent, by weight, 
upon full evaporation (at the temperature of boiling w^ater) of solids, 
contained in the fruit or grain from which said vinegar is fermented, 
and said vinegar shall contain not less than two and a half tenths 
of one per cent ash or mineral matter, the same being the product 
of the material from which said vinegar is manufactured. And all vine- 
gar shall be made whollj' from, the fruit or grain from which it pur- 
ports to be or is represented to be made, and shall contain no foreign 
substance, and shall contain not less than four per cent, by weight, 
of absolute acetic acid. 
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58. (C. L., 5005) Sec. 3. No person shall manufacture for sale, 
offer for sale, or have in his possession with intent to sell, any vinegar 
found upon proper test to contain any preparation of lead, copper, sul- 
phuric or otlier mineral acid, or other ingi*edients injurious to health. 
And all packages containing vinegar shall be marked, stenciled or 
branded on the head of the cask, barrel or keg containing such vinegar 
with the name and residence of the manufacturer together with brand 
required in section two hereof. 

59. (C. L., 5006) Sec. '4. Whoever violates any of the provisions 
of this act shall, upon conviction, be fined not less than fifty dollars nor 
more than one hundred dollars, or imprisonment in the county jail 
not to exceed ninety days and the costs of prosecution, or by both such 
fine and imprisonment in the discretion Of the court. 

GO. Sec. 5. All acts and parts of acts contravening the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed. 



AN ACT to prevent and punish offenders for the adulteration of milk, 
and the products made therefrom, and to repeal an act entitled 
"An act to prevent the adulteration of milk and to prevent the traffic 
in impure and unwholesome milk," approved March thirty-first, eight- 
een hundred and seventy-one. 

(Act No. 26, Public Acts, 1873.) 

The People of tJie f^tate of Michigan enact: 

61. (C. L., 11411) Section 1. That whoever shall knowingly sell to 
any person or persons, or sell, deliver, or bring to be manufactured to 
any cheese or butter manufactory in this State, any milk diluted with 
water, or in any way adulterated, or milk from which any cream has 
been taken, or milk commonly known as "skimmed milk," or shall keep 
back any part of the milk known as "strippings," with intent to de- 
fraud, or shall knowingly sell milk, the product of a sick or diseased 
animal or animals, or any milk produced from any cow fed upon the 
refuse of distillery, or of a brewerv% or upon any substance deleterious 
to the quality of the milk, or shall knowingly use any poisonous or any 
deleterious material in the manufacture of any cheese or butter, or shall 
knowingly sell or offer to sell any cheese or butter, in the manufacture 
of which any poisonous or deleterious substance has been used, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on con\iction thereof shall be 
fined not less than ten dollars nor more than one hundred dollars; and 
may be committed to the county jail until such fine shall be paid ; Pro- 
vided, That such imprisonment shall not exceed ninety days; and shall 
be liable in double the amount of damages to the jienson or persons, firm, 
association, or corporation upon which such fraud shall have been com- 
mitted. An act entitled "An act to prevent the adulteration of milk 
and to prevent the traffic in impure and unwholesome milk," approved 
March thirty-fii'st, eighteen hundred and seventy-one, is hereby repealed : 
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Provided, That any right accrued or forfeiture incurred under said act, 
shall remain valid and binding, and may be enforced under said act as 
if the same were not repealed. 



AN ACT to prevent the sale of impure, unwholesome, adulterated, or 
swill milk in the State of Michigan, and to provide for inspectors. 

(Act No. 246, Public Acts, 1887.) 

The People of the State of Michigan' enact: 

62. (C. L., 11412) Section 1. That it shall be unlawful for any per- 
son, either by himself or agent, to sell or expose for sale within the State 
of Michigan any unwholesome, watered, or adulterated or impure milk 
or swill milk or colostrum, or milk from cows kept upon garbage, swill 
or any substance in a state of fermentation or putrefaction or other 
deleterious substances, or from cows kept in connection with any family 
in which there are infectious diseases. The addition of water or ice to 
milk is herebv declared an adulteration. 

[Am. by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

■ 63. (C. L., 11413) Sec. 2. Any person who shall violate any of the 
provisions of the preceding section shall be punished by a fine not to 
exceed one hundred dollars or (by imprisonment not to exceed three 
months or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 
court. 

64. (O. L., 11414) Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the metropolitan 
I>olice commissioners of the city of Detroit, by and with the consent 
and advice of the board of health of the city of Detroit, to appoint an 
inspector, who shall be a person of previous practical experience. Said 
inspector may be created captain, sergeant or roundsman of the said 
police force of the city of Detroit, at the option of the board of metro 
politan police commissioners. 

65. (C. L., 11415) Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of said inspector 
to personally view, so *far as possible, all milk exposed for sale in said 
city, and to visit all dairy houses, barns, or stables in said city or the 
county of Wayne, to inspect the same, and the animals held therein, and 
to visit all places where milk is kept or exposed for sale in the city 
of Detroit, and to inspect and ascertain the condition of said milk. 
He may detail any patrolman of said city to assist him in the perform- 
ance of any or all of the duties enjoined on him by this act: Provided, 
always, That said inspector and any policeman so detailed shall always 
be subject to the provisions of the law establishing and governing the 
metropolitan police of said city. 

66. (C. L., 11416) Sec. 5.' It shall be the duty of said inspector 
or of his assistant, and of all other inspectors appointed under this act. 
to make complaint in writing before a police justice or justice of the 

19 
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peace, or other court having jurisdiction thereof, of every violation of 
this act coming to his knowledge. 

^ [Am. by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

67. (C. L., 11417) Sec. 6. Each and every quantity of milk sold 
or exx)osed for sale contrary to the provisions of this act, shall con- 
stitute a separate offense. 

68. (C. L., 11418) Sec. 7. Any person who shall refuse to permit 
the said iusj)ector, or his assistant (assistants,) to perform his duty 
under this act, either by refusing him entrance to his premises or by 
concealing any milk, or refusing to permit any milk or animal or prem- 
ises wherein animals are kept, to be viewed and inspected as herein pro- 
vided, or by in any manner hindering or resisting any said inspector or 
assistant inspector in the performance of his duty, shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and punished therefor. 

69. (C. L., 11419) Sec. 8. Authority is hereby given the common 
council of any city, and the board of tnisftees or council of any village, 
to appoint an inspector of milk in any such city or village, and to fix 
their compensation, and when appointed the said inspectors of milk shall 
have all the powers given by section four of this act, and shall perform 
all the duties required of inspectors 6f milk as provided herein, and such 
other powers and duties as may be conferred or imposed by the ordi- 
nances of said cities or villages. 

70. (C. L., 11420) Sec. 9. Whoever shall adulterate by himself, 
or by his servant or agent, or sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his 
custody or jtossession with intent to sell or exchange the same, or ex- 
poses or offers for sale or exchange, adulterated milk or milk to which 
A'.ater or any foreign (substfince) substances in any state of fermenta- 
tion or puterfaction, or from sick or diseased cows, shall be guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and shall, for every such offense, be punished by a fine 
not exceeding one hundred dollars or by inprisonment in the county jail 
or the State House of Correotion and Reformatory at Ionia not exceed- 
ing three months. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

71. (C. L., 11421) Sec. 10. Whoever shall adulterate, himself or 
by his servant or agent, sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his custody 
or possession with intent to sell or exchange the same, or exposes or offers 
for sale as pure milk, any skimmed milk from which the cream or any 
part thereof has been removed shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall for such offense, be punished by the penalty' provided in the preced- 
ing section. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

72. (C. L., 11422) Sec. 11. Any dealer in milk who shall by himself, 
servant or agent, sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his custody or 
possession with intent to sell, exchange or deliver the same, milk from 
which the cream or any part thereof has been removed, unless in a 
conspicuous place above the center upon the outside of every vessel, can 
or package from which any such milk» is sold, the words "Skimmed 
milk" are distinctly painted in letters not less than one inch in length, 
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shall be guilty of a misdemeauor and shall be punished by a fine not 
exceeding one hundred dollars or by imprisonment in the county jail 
or Detroit House of Correction not exceeding three months. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

73. (C. L., 11423) Sec. 12. If milk sold or offered for saU» under 
the provisions of this act as pure milk, is shown upon analj-sis by weight 
to contain more than eighty-seven and fifty one-hundredths i)er centum 
of watery fluid, or to contain less than twelve and fifty one-hundredths 
of milk solids, |)er centum, or less fat than three per centum, or if the 

'specific gravity at 60 degrees Fahrenheit is not between 1 29-1000 to 
1 33-1000, it shall be deemed to be adulterated. If milk sold or offered 
for sale under the provisions of this act as skimmed milk has a specific 
gravity at 60 degrees Fahrenheit less than 1,032, aud greater than 
1,037, it shall be deemed to be adulterated. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.1 

74. (C. L., 11424) Sec. 13. Whenever any inspector of milk has 
reason to believe that any milk found by him is adulterated, he shall 
take specimens thereof and test the same with- such instrument or in- 
struments as are used for such purposes, and he shall make an analysis 
thereof, showing total solids, the percentage of butter, the percentage 
of water and the percentage of ash; and if the result of such test and 
analysis indicates that the milk has been adulterated or deprived of 
its cream or any part thereof, the same shall be prima facie evidence 
of such adulteration in a prosecution under this act. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

75. (O. L., 11425) Sec. 14. Any person who shall remove the cream 
or any part thereof from milk to be sold as ])ure milk to any manu- 
factory in w^hich milk is used as a material in the process of i>roduction, 
and any person who shall, in any manner, adulterate such milk, either 
by the addition of water or otherwise, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and shall, for every such offense, be punished by a fine not exceeding 
one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail or Detroit 
House of Correction not exceeding ninety days. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 



AN ACT in relation to the sale and delivery of milk. 

(Act No. 106, Public Acts, 1899.) 

The People of the State of Michigan endct: 

76. Section 1. No person shall offer or expose for sale, sell, ex- 
change or deliver, or have in his possession with intent to sell, exchange 
or deliver, any milk to which water, chemicals or pi'eservatives, or 
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any other foreign substance has been added. The term milk as used 
in this act shall include all skimmed milk, butter milk, cream and milk 
in its natural state as drawn from the cow. 

77. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, 
or neglects or refuses to do any of the acts or things enjoined by this 
act, or in any way violates any of its provisions, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdeameanor, and shall be punished by a fine of not less than one 
dollar nor more than one hundred dollars and the costs of prosecution, 
or by imprisonment in the county jail not more than ninety days, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 



OLEOMARGARINE. 

AN ACT in relation to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine or 

imitation butter. 

(Act No. 147, Public Acta, 1899.) 

The People of the State of Midhigan enaet: 

78. Section 1. No person shall sell, expose or offer for sale or ex 
change, or have in his possession with intent to sell or exchange, any 
oleomargarine or other substance made in imitation of butter, and which 
is intended to be used as a substitute for butter, imless each and every 
vessel, package, roll or parcel of such substance has distinctly and 
durably printed, stamped or stenciled thereon in black letters the true 
name of such substance, in ordinary l>old faced capital letters, not 
less than five line pica in size; and also the name and address of the 
manufacturer, together with the name of each and every article or in- 
gredient used or entering into the composition of such substance, in 
ordinary bold faced letters, not less than pica in size. 

79. Sec. 2. No person shall sell, exchange or deliver any oleomar- 
garine or other substance made in imitation of butter, and which is 
intended to be used as a substitute for butter, unle.'<s he shall distinctly 
inform the purchaser by a verbal notice at the time of the sale that 
the sam6 is a substitute for butter, and shall also deliver to the pur- 
chaser of each and every roll, package or parcel of such oleomargarine 
or other substance, at the time of the delivery of the same, a se|)arate 
and distinct lal)el, on which is plainly and legibly printed in black ink 
in ordinary bold faced capital letters not less than five line pica in size, 
the true name of such substance and also the name and address of the 
manufacturer, together with the name of each article used and entering 
into the composition of such substance, in ordinary bold faced letters not 
less than pica in size. 

80. Sec. 3. The proprietor or keeper of any store, hotel, restaurant, 
eating saloon, boarding house, or other place where oleomargarine is 
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sold or furnished to persons paying for the same, shall have placed on 
the walls of every store or room where oleomargarine is sold or fur- 
nished a white placard on which is printed in black ink, in plain Roman 
letters of not less than three inches in length, and not less than two 
inches in width, the words "Oleomargarine Sold or Used Here," and 
shall at all times keep the same exposed in such conspicuous place as 
to be readily seen by any and all persons entering such store, or other 
room or rooms. 

81. Sec. 4. No i)erson shall use in any way, in connection or asso- 
ciation with the sale or exposure for sale or advertisement of any sub- 
stance designed to be used as a substitute for butter, the word "butter," 
"creamery," or "dairy," or the name or representation of any breed of 
dairy cattle, or any combination of such word or words and represent- 
ation, or any other words or symbols or combinations thereof commonly 
used in the sale of butter. 

82. Sec. 5. For the purpose of this act the word "butter" shall be 
understood to mean the food product usually known as butter, and which 
is made exclusively from milk or cream, or both, with or without com- 
mon salt, and with or without additional coloring matter. 

83. Sec. 6. For the purposes of this act certain manufactured sub- 
stances, certain extracts and certain mixtures and compounds, including 
such mixtures and compounds vvith butter, shall be known and desig- 
nated as "oleomargarine," namely : All substances heretofore known as 
oleomargarine, oleo, oleomargarine oil, butterine, lardine, suine and 
neutral; all mixtures and compounds of oleomargarine, oleo, oleomar- 
garine oil, butterine, lardine, suine and neutral; all lard extracts and 
tallow extracts; and all mixtures and compounds of tallow, beef fat, 
suet, lard, lard oil, vegetable oil, butterine, lardine, suine and neutral; 
all lard extracts and tallow extracts; and all mixtures and compounds 
of tallow, beef fat, suet, lard, lard oil, v^etable oil, intestinal fat, and 
offal fat, made in imitation or semblance of butter, or when so made, 
calculated or intended to be sold or ussed as butter or for butter. 

84. Sec. 7. Whoever violates any of the provisions of this act shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall 
be punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars, nor more than five 
hundred dollars, and the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in 
the county jail or State House of Correction and Reformatory at Ionia, 
for not less than six montlis nor more than three years, or by both 
such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court, in each and 
every offense. All acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 
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AN ACT to prevent deception in the manufacture and sale of imitation 

butter. 

(Act No. 22, Public Acts, 1901.) 

The People of tlie State of MicMgan enact : 

85. Section 1. No person, by himself or his agents, or servants, shall 
render or manufacture, sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in 
his possession with intent to sell, any article, product or compound made 
wholly or in part out of any fat, oil or oleaginous substance or com- 
pound thereof, not produced from unadulterated milk or cream from 
the same, which shall be in imitation of yellow butter produced from 
pure adulterated milk or cream of the same : Provided, That nothing in 
this act shall be construed to prohibit the manufacture or sale of oleo- 
margarine in a separate and distinct form, and in such manner as will 
advise the consumer of its real character, free from coloration or in- 
gredient that causes it to look like butter. 

86. Sec. 2. Whoever violates any of the provisions of section one of 
this shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof, shall be punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars nor 
more than five hundred dollars, and the costs of prosecution, of by im- 
prisonment in the county jail or State House of Correction and 
Reformatory at Ionia for not less than six months nor more than three 
years, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the 
court, for each and every offense. 



RENOVATED BUTTER. 

AN ACT in relation to the manufacture and sale of renovated butter. 

(Act No. 243, Public Acts, 1903, as amended.) 

The People of the State of Michigan enact : 

87. Section 1. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture 
for sale, offer or expose for sale, sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his 
possession with the intent to sell, exchange or deliver, any butter that 
is produced by taking original packing stock butter or other butter, or 
both, melting the same so that, the butter fat can be drawn off or ex- 
tracted, mixing the said butter fat with skimmed milk, or milk or. cream, 
or other milk product, and rechurning or reworking the said mixture; 
nor shall any person, firm or corporation manufacture for sale, offer or 
expose for sale, sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his possession for any 
such purpose any butter which has been subjected to any process by 
which it is molted, clarified or refined, and made to resemble butter, and 
is commonly known as Iwiled, process or renovated butter, i\nd which 
for the puri>ose of this act is hereby designated as "Renovated Butter," 
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unless the same shall be branded or marked as provided in section two 
of this act 

88. Sec. 2. Whoever, himself or by his agent or as the servant or 
agent of another person, shall sell, expose for sale or have in his cus- 
tody or x>osse8sion with the intent to sell any renovated butter as de- 
fined in section one of this act, shall have the words "Renovated But- 
ter'' conspicuously stamped, labeled or marked in one or two lines and 
in plain Gothic letters, at least three-eights of an inch square, so that 
the words cannot easily be defaced, upon two sides of each and every 
tub, firkin, box or package containing said renovated butter; or if such 
butter is exposed for sale uncovered, or not in a case or package, a 
placard containing said words in the same form as above described in 
this section shall be attached to the mass in such a manner as to be 
easily seen and read by the purchaser. When renovated butter is sold 
from such packages or otherwise at retail, in print, roll or other form, 
before being delivered to the purchaser it shall be wrapi)ed in wrappers 
plainly stamped on the outside thereof with the words **Renovated But- 
ter" printed or stamped thereon in one or two lines, and in plain Gothic 
letters at least three-eights of an inch square, and such wrapper shall 
contain no other words or printing thereon, and said words "Renovated 
Butter" so stamped or printed on the said wrapper shall not be in any 
manner concealed, but shall be in plain view of the purchaser at the time 
of the purchase : Provided, If at any time the laws of the United States 
provide that butter manufactured as is described in this act, shall be 
labeled "Process Butter," then and in such case only shall such sub- 
stitution be i)ermitted and the labeling of said butter as "Process But- 
ter" shall be deemed a compliance with this act. 

[Am. by EnroUed Act No. 77, Session Laws 1909.] 

89. Sec. 3. Whoever shall violate any of the provisions of this act 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof 
shall be punished by a fine of not less than twenty-five dollars nor more 
than five hundred dollars, and the costs of prosecution, or by imprison- 
ment in the county jail or Michigan Reformatory at Ionia, for not less 
than six months nor more than three years, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment, in the discretion of the court, for each and every offense. 

90. Sec. 4. Act number two hundred fifty-four of the public acts of 
eighteen hundred ninety-nine, entitled "An act to regulate the sale of 
butter produced by taking original packing stock and other butter and 
melting the sale so that the butter oil can be drawn off, mixed with 
skimmed milk or other material, and by emulsion or other process pro- 
duce butter, and butter produced by any similar process and commonly 
known as "process" butter; providing for the enforcement thereof, and 
punishment for the violation of the same," is hereby repealed. 
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CANDY. 

AN ACT to prevent the adulteration of candies and confectioneries and 
the sale thereof, when so adulterated as to be injurious to the public 
health. 

(Act No. 11. Public Acts, 1887.) 

The People of the State of Michigan enact : 

91. (C. L., 11409) Section 1. That any person or persons manu- 
facturing for sale or knowingly selling or offering to sell any candies 
or confectioneries adulterated by the admixture of terra alba, barytes, talc 
or other earthy or mineral substances or any poisonous colors, flavors or 
extracts, or other deleterious ingredients detrimental to health, shall 
upon proper conviction thereof, before a court of competent jurisdiiction, 
be punished by a fine not less than ten nor more than one hundred 
dollars, or imprisonment in the county jail not less than ten nor more 
than thirty days, or both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of 
the court. 

92. (C. L., 11410) Sec. 2. It is hereby made the duty of the local 
health officer or local board of health having jurisdiction thereof to in- 
vestigate without unnecessary delay all complaints that may be prop- 
erly brought before them and containing the facts as supported by 
affidavit of the parties complaining of the adulteration or sale of adulter- 
ated candiea or confectioneries, and if after investigation by such officer 
or board reasonable cause for action is found to exist, then such officer 
or board shall at once give notice to the prosecuting attorney of the 
county in which such complaint is made, and make or cause to be made, 
before a proper officer, a formal complaint in writing and duly verified, 
and thereupon said prosecuting attorney shall immediately commence 
proceedings against the person or persons so offending. 



LIQUORS. 



AN ACT for the regulation of, manufacture and sale of spirituous and 

intoxicating liquors. 

(Extract from Act No. 313, Public Acts 1887.) 

93. (C. L., 5403) Sec. 25. If any person shall adulterate any 
spirituous, or alcoholic liquors used or intended for drink, by mixing 
the same in the manufacture or preparation thereof, or by process of 
rectifying, or otherwise, ^ith any deleterious drug, substance, or liquid, 
which is poisonous or injurious to health, except as hereinafter provided. 
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or if any person shall sell, or offer to sell, any wine, or spirituous, or 
alcoholic liquors, or shall import into this State, any wine, or spirituous, 
or intoxicating liquors and sell, or offer for sale such liquors, knowing 
the same to be adulterated, or shall sell, or offer to sell any spirituous or 
intoxicating liquors from any barrel, cask, or other vessel containing the 
same, and not branded as hereinafter provided, he sliall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof, shall be punished by a 
fine not exceeding five hundred dollars, nor less than fifty dollars, and 
shall be imprisoned in the jail of the county not more than six months, 
nor less than ten days. 

94. (C. L., 5404) Sec. 26. It shall be the duty of every person or 
persons, engaged in the manufacture and sale of malt, spirituous, ol* al- 
coholic liquors, or in rectifying or preparing the same in any way, to 
brand on each barrel, cask, or other vessel containing the same, the 
name or names of the person, company, or firm manufacturing, rectifying 
or preparing the same, and also these words, "Pure and without drugs 
or poison." 

95. (C. L., 5405) Sec. 27. No person shall sell at wholesale or retail, 
any ale, rum, wine or other malt or spirituous liquors from any barrel, 
cask, or vessel, unless the same shall have been branded and marked as 
aforesaid. 

96. (C. L., 5406) Sec. 28. If any barrel, cask or other vessel con- 
taining any drugged or poisoned liquor shall be found in the possession 
of any wholesale or retail dealer in liquors, or in the possession of any 
person holding himself out as such a dealer, it shall be deemed prima 
facie evidence of the violation of the provisions of this act. 

97. (C. L., 5407) Sec. 29. Any person who shall put into any barrel, 
cask, or other vessel, branded or marked as required by this act, any 
liquors drugged or adulterated as aforesaid, or who shall sell or oiler 
for sale any such liquors, for tUe purpose and witli the intent of de- 
ceiving any person in the sale thereof, or shall violate any of the pro- 
visions, of sections twenty-six, twenty-seven, or twenty-eight, of this act, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof 
shall be punished as provided in section twenty-five of this act. 

98. (C. L.,"5408) Sec. 30. The provisions of this act shall not be so 
construed as to prevent druggists, physicians, and persons engaged in the 
mechanical arts from compounding liquors for medicinal and mechanical 
purposes. 



PEPPER. 



AN ACT to provide for the manufacture and sale of black pepper in this 
State and to provide a penalty for the violation bf the provisions of 
this act. 

(Act No. 180, Public Acts, 1901.) 

The People of tfie State of Michigan enact : 

99. Section 1. Within this State no person, firm or corporation shall 
manufacture, offer or expose for sale, keep in possession with intent to 
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sell, or sell any ground or whole black pepper, containing any foreign 
«nh.stance whatever. All black pepper shall contain not more than six 
and one-half per cent ash or mineral matter and shall contain not less 
than twenty -five per cent starch as determined by the diastase method; 
and shall contain not less than six-tenths of one per cent nor more than 
one and three-fourths per cent of volatile ether extract; and shall con- 
tain not more than ten i>er cent not less than six and one-half per cent 
of non-volatile ether extract and shall contain not more than sixteen 
l)er cent of crude fibre. 

100. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, 
or neglects or refuses to do any of the acts or things enjoined by this 
act, or in any way violates any of its provisions, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished by a fine not less than twenty- 
five dollars not more than five hundred dollars and the costs of the 
prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail not more than ninety 
days, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 
court. 



CORN SYRUP. 

AN ACT in relation to the sale of corn syrup. 

(Act No. 123. Public Acts, 1903.) 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

101. Section. 1. No person shall offer or ex}X)se for sale, have in his 
possession with intent to sell, or sell, any cane syrup, beet syrup, or glu- 
cose, unless the barrel, cask, keg, can, pail or package containing the 
same be distinctly branded or labeled with the true and appropriate 
name; nor shall any person offer or expose for sale, have in his posses- 
sion with intent to sell, or sell any cane syrup or beet syrup mixed with 
glucose unless the barrel, cask, keg, can, pail or package containing the 
same be distinctly branded or labeled "Glucose Mixture" or "Corn 
Syrup" in plain gothic type not less than three-eighths of an inch square, 
with the name and percentage by weight of each ingredient contained 
therein plainly stamped, branded or stenciled on each package in plain 
Gothic letters not less than one-quarter of an inch square. Each and 
every package of syrup either simple or mixed shall bear the name and 
address of the manufacturer. Such mixtures or syrui>s shall have no 
other designation or brand than herein required that represents or is the 
name of any article which contains a saccharine substance; and all 
brands or labels required shall be an inseparable part of the general or 
distinguishing label, and that the general or distinguishing label shall 
be that principal and conspicuous sign under which it is sold. 

102. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do apy of the acts of things prohibited 
or neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or things required by this 
act, or in any way violate any of the provisions, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished by a fine not less than twenty- 
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five dollars nor more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in 
the county jail for a period of not less than thirty nor more than ninety 
days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the 
court. 
This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 



PRESERVATIVES. 

AN ACT in relation to the use of preservatives in food products. 

(Act No. 7, Public Acta, 1905.) 

TJie People of the State of MicMgan enact: 

103. Section 1. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture, 
sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in his possession with intent 
to sell, any food product containing benzoic acid or benzoate of sodium, 
or any other harmless preservative, unless each and every package con- 
taining the same shall, in the condition in which it is exposed for sale, 
be distinctly, conspicuously, and legibly branded, labeled or marked, in 
plain English letters, with the words "Prepared with" followed by the 
proper English name of the preservative used : Provided, That nothing 
in this act shall be construed to prohibit or regulate, by branding or 
otherwise, the use as a preservative of common salt, syrup, sugar, salt 
petre, spices, alcohol, vinegar or wood smoke: And Provided Further, 
That the provisions of this act shall not apply to dairy products. 

104. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, 
,or neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or things required by this act, 

or in any way violate any of its provisions, shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and shall be punished by a fine not less than ten dollars 
nor more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county 
jail for a period of not more than ninety days, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 
This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 



AN ACT to prohibit the adulteration of maple sugar, maple molasses 

and maple syrup. 

(Act No. 170, Public Acts, 1893.) 

T7w People of the State of Michigan enact: 

105. (5007) Section 1. That it shall be unlawful for any person, 
dealer, firm, manufacturer or corporation to manufacture and sell, or 



156 STATE OF MICHIGAN. 

offer for sale, any maple sngar, raaple molasses or maple syrup tiiat is 
in anywise adulterated with common sugar, beet sugar, glucose or any 
other foreign substance without distinctly marking, stamping or label- 
ing the article or the package containing the same with the true and ap- 
propriate name of such article and the percentage in which common 
sugar, beet sugar, glucose or any other fqreign substance enters into tjie 
composition of the same. 

106. (5008) Sec. 2. Any person, dealer, firm, manufacturer or cor- 
poration, who shall sell or offer for sale, and who shall falsely stamp 
or misrepresent or label any cans, jugs, or packages containing maple 
molasses or maple syrup, and any pei*son, dealer, firm, manufacturer 
or corporation who shall sell or offer for sale any maple sugar that is in 
anywise adulterated, who falsely misrepresents or labels or stamps the 
same, or knowingly permits such misrepresentation or false stamping 
or labeling, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished with 
a fine not less than fifty dollars, in case of vender, and in the case of 
manufacturers and those falsely or fraudulently stamping or labeling or 
misrepresenting such goods, shall be fined not less than five hundred 
dollars, nor more than one thousand dollars, and it shall be the duty 
of any board of health in this state, or food commissioner, should there 
be one, cognizant of any violation of this act to prosecute any person, 
dealer, firm, manufacturer, or corporation, which it has reason to believe 
has violated any of the provisions of this act, and after deducting the 
costs of trial and conviction the balance of fine recovered, one-half be 
placed in the township treasury wherein the conviction is made, the bal- 
ance placed to the general fund of the county. Any (person) persons, 
dealer, firm, manufacturer or corporation who shall knowingly sell or 
offer for sale any cans, jugs, jars or packages containing maple molasses, 
maple syrup, or maple sugar, that is in anywise adulterated, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and jmnishcd by a fine of not more than 
one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail for a period 
not to exceed three months, or by both such fine and imprisonment, at 
the discretion of the court. 

107. (5009) Sec. 3. Any person, dealer, firm, manufacturer, or cor- 
poration, who shall falsely stamp or misrepresent or label any cans, jugs, 
jars, or packages, containing maple molasses^ or maple syrup, or maple 
sugar, that is in anywise adulterated, or knowingly permits such (mis- 
representation) misrepresentations or false stamping or labeling, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and punished by a fine, not more 
than five hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail for a 
period of not more than one year, or by both such fine or imprisonment, 
in the discretion of the court. 
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ICE CREAM. 

AN ACT to regulate the manufacture and sale of ice cream within the 

limits of the State of Michigan. 

(EnroUed Act No. 29, Session Laws, 1909.) 
The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

108. Section 1. No person, fll'm or corporation shall manufacture 
for sale, keep for sale, sell, barter, exchange or deal in ice cream which 
shall contain any substance other than milk, cream, eggs, sugar, and 
some neutral flavoring gelatin or vegetable gums or which contain other 
than the required amount of milk fat as hereinafter provided. 

109. Sec. 2. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture for 
sale, keep for sale, sell, barter, or deal in ice cream adulterated within 
the meaning of this act. 

110. Sec. 3. Ice cream shall be deemed to be adulterated within the 
meaning of this act: 

First, It it shall contain boric acid, formaldehyde, saccharine, or any 
other added substance or compound that is deleterious to health; 

Second. If it shall contain salts of copper, iron oxide, ocres or any 
coloring substance deleterious to health : Provided, That this paragraph 
shall not be construed to prohibit the use of harmless coloring matter 
in ice cream when not used for fraudulent purposes; 

Third, If it shall contain any deleterious flavoring matter, or flavor- 
ing matter not true to name; 

Fourth, If it be an intimation of, or offered for sale under the name of 
another article. 

Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit the use of not to ex- 
ceed one-half of one per centum of pure gelatin, gum tragacanth or other 
v^etable gums. 

111. Sec. 4. No ice cream shall be sold within the State containing 
less than twelve per centum milk fat, except where fruits or nuts are used 
for the purpose of flavoring when it shall not contain less than ten per 
centum milk fat. 

112. Sec. 5. It shall not be lawful for any person, firm or corpora- 
tion to sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in possession with in- 
tent to sell, any ice cream in any container which is falsely labeled or 
branded as to the name of the manufacturer thereof or to misrepresent 
in any way the place of manufacture of ice cream or the manufacturer 
thereof. 

113. Sec. 6. Each person, firm or corporation engaged in the manu- 
facture of ice cream as a business within this State, after this act shall 
take effect, shall file with the Dairy and Food Commissioner an appli- 
cation for a license accompanied with a fee of five dollars, and upon 
receipt of such application the Dairy and Food Commissioner shall issue 
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to the person, firm or corporation niakin^^: such application a license to 
manufacture ice cream, as provided in this act, which license shall mn 
for one year from the date of the a[>plication, and shall be renewed an- 
nually thereafter. 

The money so collected bv the Dairy and Food CJommissioner shall be 
l>aid into the State treiisurv and be used to help defray the expenses of 
the office of the Dairy and Food Commissioner in addition to the an- 
nual appropriation therefor: Provided, That this section shall not apply 
except in cities of more than threo thousand inhabitants, by the last 
United States census, to any i>erson, firm or cori)oration manufacturing 
and selling ice cream by the dish direct to the consumer. 

114. Sec. 7. Any person, firai or corporation who shall violate any of 
the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and 
upon conviction shall be fined not less than twenty-five dollars nor more 
than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail for not 
less than thirty days nor more than ninety days, or by both such fine 
and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

115. Sec. 8. The Dairy and Food Commissioner shall be charged 
w^ith the enforcement of the provisions of this act. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 



WEIGHTS AND MP^ASURES. 

(Enrolled Act No. 188, Session Laws, 1909.) 

AN ACT to establish uniform weights and measures of the various pro- 
ducts of cereals in barrels or the fractional parts thei'eof when packed- 
for sale or exposed for sale to firms or |)ei'sons within this State, and 
to provide for the marking of the weights on packages of the products 
of such cereals. 

The People of the State of Afichigan enact: 

116. Section 1. When mill products of wheat, com, rye, or buck- 
wheat, known as fiour, grits, meal or compounds of the same, are placed 
or packed in barrels, fractional parts of a barrel or sacks to be sold or 
billed to any i)ersoir or i>ersons within this State, the standard weight 
or measure of a barrel or the fractional part thereof shall be as follows, 
viz: 

One hundred ninety-six pounds for a barrel ; 

Ninety-eight pounds for one-half barrel; 

Forty-nine pounds for one-quarter barrel; 

Twenty-four and one-half pounds for one-eighth barrel ; 

Twelve and one-fourth pounds for one-sixteenth barrel; 

Six and one-eighth pounds for one-thirty-second barrel. 

The full and correct weights as herein established shall be placed in 
said barrel or fractional ])art thereof by the manufacturer, company, 
dealer, person or persons filling the same, and the weights as herein es- 
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tablished shalF be the legal weights in this State for such packages when 
they are bought or sold, offered or exposed for sale, or in possession with 
intent to sell, or sold and delivered, ordered or billed. 

117. Sec. 2. No person or persons shall sell, offer or expose for sale 
in this State by the barrel, or by the fractional parts of a barrel as 
herein established, any 'of the mill products specified in section one 
hereof, unless the barrel or fractional part of such barrel shall contain 
the full weight of such mill product as is provided for in section one 
hereof. 

118. Sec. 3. Before any package containing the mill products or com- 
pounds of such mill products specifled in section one of this act shall 
be sold or offered or exposed for sale in this State, the number of pounds 
contained therein shall be plainly printed or stamped on the face label 
in plain English letters and numbers not less than one-half inch high. 
When such packages are sold as one-half, one-quarter, one-eighth, one- 
sixteenth or one-thirty-second of a barrel they shall be so marked in ad- 
dition to the number of pounds marked thereon as herein provided. 

119. Sec. 4. No manufacturer, company, dealer or person shall ab- 
stract any part of the mill products from the standard packages or frac- 
tional parts named in section one, and sell such package as a barrel 
or fractionjfl part of a barrel as defined in section one. 

120. Sec. 5. Any manufacturer, company, dealer, person or persons 
who shall knowingly sell, offer or expose for sale or for distribution in 
this State any package containing mill products of the cereals enumer- 
ated in section one which are stamped or labeled with a greater number 
of pounds than such package actually contains, or who shall put up or 
sell in this State any of the mill products of the above named cereals 
in a manner contrary to the provisions of this act, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a 
fine of not less than twenty-five dollars nor more than five hundred dol- 
lars and the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail 
or the Michigan Reformatory at Ionia for not less than ninety days 
nor more than one year or by both such fine and imprisonment in the 
discretion of the court for each and every offense: Provided, however, 
That nothing in this act shall be construed to cover or affect sales or 
shipments made to any manufacturer, comi)any, dealer, person or per- 
sons outside of this State and not intended for sale or shipment back 
into this State. 

121. Sec. 6. It shall be the duty of the Dairy and Food Commissioner 
to investigate all complaints of violations of this act, and to take all 
steps necessary to its enforcement. It shall be the duty of all prosecut- 
ing ofScers of this State to prosecute to completion all suits brought 
under the provisions of this act upon complaint of said commissioner 
or any person. 

122. Sec. 7. This act shall take effect and be operative from and after 
January first, nineteen hundred ten. 
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LINSEED OR FL^VXSEED OIL. 

(Enrolled Act No. 64, Session Laws, 1909.) 

AN ACT to prevent the adulteration of linseed oil or flaxseed oil and ^o 
prevent fraud in the sale thereof and in the sale of compounds thereof, 
and to repeal all acts in conflict herewith. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact : 

123. Section 1. No person, fimi or corporation, by himself, his ser- 
vant or his agent, or as the servant or agent of any other person, firm 
or corporation, shall manufacture or mix for sale, sell, offer or expose 
for sale, or have in his possession with intent to sell in this State, under 
the name of raw linseed oil or raw flaxseed oil, any substance which is 
not wholly the product obtained from well cleaned flaxseed or linseed, 
and unless the aforesaid oil also fulfills the requirements of the nineteen 
hundred edition of the Pharmacopoeia of the United States, which fol- 
lows: 

1. Specific gravity 0.925 to 0.935 at 25 deg. C. (77 deg. F.). It 
does not congeal at temperatures above 20 deg. C. (4 deg. F.). It is 
soluble in about ten parts of absolute alcohol and in all proiwrtions in 
ether, chloroform, petroleum, benzine, carbon disulphide and oil of tur- 
pentine. It should not more than slightly re<lden blue litmus paper, 
previously moistened with alcohol (limit of free acid). The oil should 
be completely saponifiable with alcoholic potassium hydroxide T. S. and 
the resulting soap should he completely soluble in water without leaving 
an oily residue, (absence of mineral oils and rosin oils). If 2 OO. of the 
oil be warmed and shaken in a test tube with an equal volume of glacial 
acetic acid, and if to this mixture, after cooling, one drop of sulphuric 
acid be added, a greenish color should be produced. (A violet color under 
these circumstances indicates the presence of rosin oils). Linseed oil 
saponified by alcoholic potassium hydroxide T. S. should show a 
saponification value of from 187 to 195. If 0.15 CO. of linseed oil be 
dissolved in 10 CC. of chloroform in a 250 CC. flask and 25 'CO. of a 
mixture of equal volume of alcoholic iodine T. S. and alcoholic mercuric 
chloride T. S. added, and if, after standing for sixteen hours, protected 
from the light, 20 CC. potassium iodide T. S. be introduced and the 
mixture diluted with 50 CC. of water, on titrating the excess of iodine 
with tenth normal sodium thiosulphate V. S. an iodine value of not less 
than 170 should be obtained. No person, firm or corporation, by himself, 
his servant or his agent, or as the servant or agent of any other person, 
firm or corporation, shall manufacture or mix for sale, sell, offer or 
expose for sale or have in his possession with intent to sell in this State, 
any substance as boiled linseed oil or as boiled flaxseed oil, unless the 
same shall have been prepare<l by heating raw linseed oil, as defined 
above: Provided, That if drier is used in said boiled linseed oil or boiled 
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flaxseed oil, the same shall have been prepared by incorporating; said 
drier with raw linseed oil, as defined above, at a temperature of not less 
than 225 deg. Fahrenheit, and furthermore contains not less than 96 
per cent of linseed oil; ^d for the i>uriK>He of this act U shall also be 
deemed a violation thereof if said boiled linseed oil i)rei>ared either with 
or without drier does not conform to the following requirements: 1. Its 
specific gravity at 60 deg. Fahrenheit must be not less than 0.1)3o and 
not greater than 0.945; 2. Its saponification value (Koettstorfer fipire) 
must not be less than 186; 3. Its iodine number (Huebl's method) must 
be not less than 160; 4. Its acid value must not exceed 10; 5. The 
volatile matter expelled at 212 deg. Fahrenheit must not exceed one-half 
of one per cent; 6. No mineral oil shall be present and the amount of 
unsaponifiable matter as determined by standard methods shall not 
exceed 2.5 per cent; 7. The film left after flowing the oil over jrlajss 
and allowing it to drain in a vertical or nearly verticle position must 
dry free from tackiness in not to exceed twenty hours, at a temperature 
of about 70 deg. Fahrenheit. Linseed oil or flaxseed oil which does not 
conform to the foregoing requirements shall be deemed to be adulterated 
within the meaning of this act. 

124. Sec. 2. No person, firm or corporation, either by himself or 
another, shall sell, off^r or expose for sale, or have in his ])ossession 
with intent to sell in this State any linseed oil or flaxseed oil, except 
under its true name, and unless each barrel, keg or can of such oil has 
plainly and durably painted, stamped, stenciled, Ial>eled or marked there- 
on the true name of such oil in ordinary bold-faced capital letters, not less 
than five lines pica in size, together with the name and address of the 
manufactnrer, jobber or dealer: Provided, That if tlie contents of the 
package be less than twenty-five gallons, the type shall not be less than 
two lines pica in size. Proof that any person, firm or corporation has 
or had possession of. any oil or compound which is adulterated or i^is- 
branded within the meaning of this act shall be prima facie evidon<^e 
that the possession thereof is in violation of this act. 

125. Sec. 3. Linseed oil compounds or flaxseed oil compounds de- 
signed to take the place of raw or boiled linseed oil or raw or boiled 
flaxseed oil as defined in section one of this act, whether sold, offered or 
exposed for sale under invented proprietary names or titles or not, shall 
bear conspicuously upon the containing vessel, in capital letters not less 
than five lines pica in size, the word "Compound," followed immediately 
with the true distinctive names of the actual ingredients in the order 
of their greater preponderance, in the English language, in plain l^ible 
type of the same size, not less than two lines pica in size, in continuous 
list with no intervening matter of any kind, and shall also bear the 
n;ime and address of the manufacturer, jobber or dealer. Any oil or com- 
pounds required to be branded by the provisions of this act and not 
complying with sections two and three shall be deemed to be misbranded 
Within the meaning of this act. 

126. Sec. 4. It is hereby made a duty of the State I>airy and Food 
Commissioner to enforce the provisions of this act. 

127. Sec. 5. The State Dairy and Food Commissioner, his agents, 
assistants, inspectors, chemists or others appointed by him, shall have 
full rights of ingress and egress to the premises occupied by parties who 
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manufacture, sell or deal in linseed oil or flaxseed oil, or linseed oil 
compounds or flaxseed oil compounds, and also shall have power and 
authority to open any tank, barrel, can or other vessel believed to contain 
such oil and inspect the contents thereof and to take therefrom samples 
for analysis. In case any samples so taken shall prove on analysis to be 
adulterated or misbranded in violation of the provisions of this act it 
shall be the duty of the State Dairy and Food Commissioner to proceed 
against the offender as herein provided. No person shall obstruct the 
State Dairy and Food Commissioner or any of his assistants by refusing 
entrance to any place -which he desires to enter in the discharge of his 
official duty as provided in this act, nor shall any person refuse to de- 
liver to him a sample of oil when same is requested and when the value 
thereof is tendered. 

128. Sec. G. Any person, firm or corporation convicted of violating 
any of the provisions of the foregoing act shall, for the first offense be 
punished by a fine in any sum not less than twenty -five dollars and not 
more than one hundred dollars or by imprisonment in the county jail 
not exceeding thirty days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the 
discretion of the court ; and for the second and each subsequent offense by 
a fine of not less than fifty dollars and not more than two hundi'ed 
dollars or by imprisonment in the county jail not exceeding one year, or 
both in the discretion of the court; or the fine above may be sued for 
and recovered before any justice of the peace or any court of competent 
jurisdiction, in the county where the offense shall have been committed, 
at the instance of the State Dairv and Food Commissioner or anv other 
person in the name of the people of the State of Michigan as plaintiff 
and shall be recovered in an action of debt. 

129. Sec. 7. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act 
are hereby repealed. 



DRUGS. 

(Enrolled Act No. 86, Session Laws, 1909.) 

AK ACT to prohibit and prevent adulteration, misbranding, fraud and 
deception in the manufactui-e and sale of drugs and drug products 
in the State of Michigan, and to provide for the enforcement thereof. 

The People of the State of Miehigan etwet: 

130. Section 1. No ].erson shall within this State manufacture for 
sale, have in his possession with intent to sell, offer or expose for sale, 
or sell, any drug or drug product which is adulterated or misbranded 
within the meaning of this act. * 

131. Sec. 2. The term "drug" as used in this act shall include all 
^medicines and prejjarations recognized in the United States Pharma- 

coi)oeia or National Formulary for internal or external use, and any 
substance or mixture of substances intended to be used for the cure, miti- 
gation or prevention of disease of either man or other animals. 
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132. Sec. 3. An article shall be deemed to be adulterated within the 
meaning of this act : 

First, If, when it is sold under or by a name recognized in the United 
States Pharmacopoeia or National Formulary, it differs from the stand- 
ard of strength, quality or purity as determined by the test laid down 
in the United States Pharmacopoeia or National Formulary official at 
the time of investigation: Provided, That no drug defined in the United 
States Pharmacopoeia or National Formulary shall be .deemed to be 
adulterated under this provision if the standard of strength, quality 
or purity be plainly stated upon the principal label of the bottle, box 
or other container thereof, although the standard may differ from that 
determined by the test laid down in the United States Pharmacopoeia 
or National Formulary'; 

Second, If its strength or purity fall below the proffesed standard or 
quality under which it is sold. 

133. Sec. 4. An article shall be deemed to be misbranded within the 
meaning of this act: 

First, If it is an imitation of, or offered for sale under the name of 
another article; 

Second, If the contents of the package as originally put up shall have 
been removed in whole or in part, and other contents shall have been 
placed in such package, or if the package fail to bear a statement on 
the label of the quantity or proportion of any alcohol, antipyrin, opium, 
morphine, codeine, heroin, cocaine, alpha or beta eucaine, chloroforiix, 
cannabis indica, chloral hydrate or acetanilede, or any derivative or 
preparation of any such substances, contained therein: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed to apply to the dispensing of prescrip- 
tions written by regular licensed practicing physicians, veterinary sur- 
geons and dentists, and kept on file by the dispensing pharmacist, nor 
to such drugs as are recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia 
and National Formularv, and which are sold under the name by which 
they are so recognized; 

Third, If the package containing it or its label shall bear any state- 
ment, design or device regarding the ingredients or the substances con- 
tained therein, which statement, design or device shall be false or mis- 
leading in any particular, and to any drug or drug product which is 
falsely branded as to the state, territory or country in which it is manu- 
factured or prodtieed. 

134. Sec. 5. The president of the board of pharmacy, the president 
of the State Board of Health and the Dairy and Food Commissioner 
shall jointly make such rules and regulations as may be necessary for the 
enforcement of this act. 

135. Sec. 6. It shall be the duty of the Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner to investigate all complaints of violations of this act and take 
all steps necessary to its enforcement ; and to this end he shall appoint 
t^'o drug inspectors w^ho shall be roistered pharmacists, and one com- 
petent analyst; which inspectors and analyst shall hold office at the 
pleasure of said commissioner, and until others are appointed; and the 
said Dairy and Food Commissioner or his deputy and the said drug 
inspectors or any of tliem shall in a lawful manner inquire into the 
drug products which are manufactured or sold or exposed or offered for 
sale in this State, and niay in a lawful manner procure samples of the 



164 STATE OF MICHIGAN. 

same for analysis ; and the said Dairy and Food Commissioner, his dep- 
uty, or said drug inspectors or any of them, shall have power to enter 
into any factory, store, salesroom, drug store or laboratory or place 
where he has reason to believe drug products are made, stored, sold or 
offered for siile, and oi)en any cask, jar, bottle or package containing, or 
supposed to contain any drug product, and take therefrom samples for 
analysis. The person making such inspection shall take such sample 
of such article or product in the presence of at least one witness, and he 
shall, in the presence of said witness mark or seal such sample and 
shall tender at the time of taking to the manufacturer or vendor of 
sticli product, or to the person having the custody of the same, the value 
thereof, and a statement in writing for the taking of such sample. The 
said Dairy and Food Commissioner shall direct said analyst to make 
due and careful examination of such sample and report to him the re- 
sult of such analysis, and if the same is found to be adulterated or mis- 
branded within the provisions of this act it shall be the duty of said com- 
missioner, his deputy, or any drug inspector assigned to such duty to 
make complaint against the manufacturer or vendor thereof in the 
proper county and furnish all evidence thereof to obtain a conviction 
of the offense charged, and in no case shall the Dairy and Food Com- 
missioner or drug inspector making such complaint be required to fur- 
nish security for costs in any action instituted by him having for its ob- 
ject the enforcement of this act: Provided, Nothing herein contained 
shall be held to prohibit or prevent other inspectors or chemists con- 
nected with the oflSce of the Dairy and Food Commissioner from per- 
forming any of the duties herein imposed upon the said drug inspectors 
and analyst, whenever in the opinion of said Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner the work of his office can be expedited thereby. 

136. Sec. 7. In construing and enforcing the provisions of this act, 
the act, omission or failure of any officer, agent or other person acting 
for or employed by any corporation, company, society or association 
within the scope of his employment or office, shall, in every case, be 
also deemed to be the act, omission or failure of such corporation, com- 
pany, society or association, as well as that of the person: Provided, 
That no dealer shall be prosecuted under the provisions of this 
act when he can establish a guaranty in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the national food and drugs act, June thirtieth, nineteen 
hundred six, or a guaranty signed by the wholesaler, jobber, manu- 
facturer or other parties residing in this State, from whom he purchased 
such article, to the effect that the same is not adulterated nor mis- 
branded within the meaning of this act. Said guaranty to afford pro- 
tection shall contain the name and address of the party or parties mak- 
ing the sale of such article to such dealer and in such case, if such 
guaranty was given in this State, said party or parties shall be amendable 
to the prosecution, fines and other penalties which would attach in due 
course to the dealer under the provisions of this act: Provided, how- 
ever, That said guaranty' shall not afford protection to the vendor in any 
case if said product is adulterated or misbranded within the meaning 
*of this act, and if said vendor shall have been previously notified in 
writing by the Dairj- and Food Commissioner to that effect: Provide<l, 
further, That in no case shall the Dairj^ and Food Commissioner serve 
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such notice upon any vendor of any such product until said Dairy and 
Food Commissioner shall have notified the manufacturer or jobber of 
any such product of the findings of the State Analyst with reference 
to such product; such notification to such manufacturer or jobber shall 
be in writing and shall be mailed ten days previous to any notice sent 
to any vendor in accordance with this section. 

137. Sec. 8. Nothing in this act shall affect any drug product man\i- 
factui-ed in this State for export to any foreign 'country or for sale in 
any other state, when such drug product fs not adulterated or mis- 
branded within the meaning of the laws of such foreign country or 
state; but if such article shall be in fact sold or offered for sale for 
use or consumption within this State, then such article shall not be 
exempt from the operation of any of the provisions of this act. 

138. Sec. 9. It shall be the duty of each prosecuting attorney, when 
called *iipon by the said I>airy and Food Commissioner, or by any person 
by him authorized as aforesaid, to render any legal assistance in his 
power in proceedings under the provisions of this act or any subsequent 
act i-elative to the adulteration or misbranding of drug products. 

139. Sec. 10. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, 
or wilfully neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or things enjoined 
by this act, or in any way violate any of its provisions, shall be deemed 
guilti' of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by 
a fine of not less than twenty-five nor more than five hundred dollars, or 
by imprisonment in the county jail for a period of not more than ninety 
days, or by both fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

140. Sec. 11. The sum of six thousand dollars is hereby appropriated 
for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred eleven, and 
for each fiscal year thereafter there is hereby appropriated the sum of 
six thousand dollars. Out of the amounts appropriated by this act shall 
be paid all salaries and expenses provided for herein. 
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MICHIG.IN SUPREME COURT. 

DECISIONS RELATIVE TO DAIRY AND FOOD LAWS. 

PEOPLE V. SNOWBERGER. 

(Opinion filed May 25, 1897.) 

Adulteration of Food — Statutory Offenses — Intent— Police Power. 

1. It is competent for the legislature under the police power, to provide for the 

protection of the public health by making it an offense punishable by fine 
^ and imprisonment to sell adulterated food or drink, irrespective of the sell- 
er's knowledge of the adulteration. 

2. Act No. 193, Public Acts 1895, prohibits the manufacture or sale of adulterated 

articles of food or drink, and prescribes what shall be deemed adulteration 
within the meaning of the act Section 8 forbids any person from hnov}- 
ingly offering for sale cheese which is falsely labeled; this being the only 
case in which knowledge is expressly made an element of an offense desig- 
nated by such statute. Held, that proof of guilty knowledge or intent is 
not essential to the conviction of one who sells adulterated food. 

(113 Mich. 86.) 

Exceptions before judgment from Monroe; Kinne, J. 

Michael Snowberger was convicted of selling adulterated food, in vio- 
lation of Act No. 193, Public Acts of 1895. 

Convicted affirmed. 

William Look and Ira G. Humphrey, for appellant. 

Bowen, Douglas & Whiting, of counsel. 

Willis Baldwin, Prosecuting Attorney, for the people. 

Ijong, C. J. : Respondent was convicted under an information charg- 
ing that : *'0n the ll>th day of April, A. D. 1907, at the city of Monroe, 
and in the county aforesaid. Michael Snowberger did offer for sale, and 
sell, to Carl Franke, an adulterated article of food, to wit : A quantity 
of mustard, to wit. a quarter of a pound, colored and adulterated \\ith 
turmeric, whereby the said mustard, as an article of food, was damaged 
and its inferiority concealed and whereby it was made to appear of bet- 
ter and greater value than it really was, the same not being a mixture 
or compound recognized as ordinary articles or ingredients of articles of 
food; contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided," etc. 

The information was filed under Act No. 193, Public Acts 1895, en- 
titled "An act to prohibit and prevent adulteration, fraud and deception 



DAIRY AND POOD COMMISSION. 167 

ill the manufacture and sale of articles of foo<J and drink." The act pro- 
vides : 

Section 1. "No person shall within this State manufacture for sale, offer for 
sale, or sell any article of food which is adulterated within the meaning of this 
act." 

Section 2. '*The term food as used herein, shall include all articles used for 
food or drink, or intended to be eaten or drunk by man, whether simple, mixed 
or compound." 

Section 3. "An article shall be deemed adulterated within the meaning of this 
act: One, if any substance or substances have been mixed with it so as to lower 
or depreciate or injuriously affect its quality, strength or purity; Two, If any 
inferior or cheaper substance or substances have been substituted wholly or in 
part for it; Three, If any valuable or necessary constituent or ingredient has been 
wholly or in part abstracted from it; Four, If it is sold under the name of an- 
other article; Five, If it consists wholly or in part of a diseased, decomposed, 
putrid, infected, tainted or rotten animal or vegetable substance or article, 
whether manufactured or not, or in case of milk, if it is the product of a diseased 
animal; Six, If it is colored, coated, polished or powdered, where damage or in- 
feriority is concealed, or if by any means it is made to appear better or of greater 
value than it really is; Seven, If it contains an added substance or Ingredient 
which is poisonous or injurious to health: Provided, That the provisions of this 
act shall not apply to mixtures or compounds recognized as ordinary articles or 
ingredients of articles of food, if each and every package sold or offered for sale 
be distinctly labeled as mixtures or compounds, and are not injurious to health." 

Section 19 makes any violation of the act a misdemeanor and provides' 
a penalty by a fine of not less than flOO nor more than |500, or by im- 
prisonment in the county jail, etc. 

On the trial respondent admitted, that on the 19th day of April, 1897, 
he, at the city of Monroe, this State, offered for sale and did sell to Carl 
Pranke a quantity of mustard, to wit, a quarter of a pound which was 
afterwards found upon a chemical examination to be colored and adulter- 
ated with turmeric, whereby the said mustard as an article of food was 
damaged and its inferiority concealed, and it was thereby made to ap- 
pear of greater and better value that it really was; the same not being 
'a mixture or compound recognized as an ordinary •article or ingredient 
of articles of food. 

But he claimed that said article of mustard, so sold was purchased by 
him as a pure article in good faith, and that he believed at the time 
of the purchase by him and also at the time of the sale to the said 
Franke, that the same was pure mustard, free from any coloring and 
adulteration with turmeric or any other coloring or adulterant and that 
no inferiority was concealed whereby it was made to appear of greater 
or better value that it really was ; that at the time he purchased the same 
he asked for pure mustard and that the same was warranted to him as 
pure; that he did not make or cause to have made a chemical examination 
of the same and did not inform himself or endeavor to ascertain the 
methods of determining pure from impure mustards, but relied upon the 
representations of his vender and the appearance of the article to the 
eye; and that lie did not intend to violate the law. 

From such conviction respondent appeals. 

It is the contention of counsel for respondent that it was the intent 
of the legislature to provide by the act that no person should be con- 
victed and punished for selling adulterated food or drink without show- 
ing that he knew the same to be adulterated ; that the information does 
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not charge such knowledge, and the proofs disclose that respondent acted 
in good faith and in the belief that the article sold was pure and un- 
adulterated. 

The act cannot be so construed. The offense under the act consists in 
selling an article intended to be eaten or drunk which is adulterated. 
Section 8 of the act shows conclusively that the legislature did not in- 
tend to make criminal intent or guilty knowledge a necessary ingredient 
of the offense. As a rule there can be no crime without a criminal in- 
tent; but this rule is not universal. 

In People v. Roby, 52 Mich. 577 (50 Am. Rep. 270), the respondent 
was convicted of the offense under the statute of keeping his saloon 
open on Sunday. It was there said : "It is contended that to constitute 
an offense under the section referred to (How. Stat., Sec. 2274), there 
must be some evidence tending to show an intent on the part of the re- 
spondent to violate it. * * * * The section under which Roby is 
prosecuted makes the crime consist, not in the affirmative act of any per- 
son but in the negative conduct of failing to keep the saloon closed. As 
a rule there can be no crime without criminal intent; but this is not 
by any means a universal rule. One may be guilty of the high crime of 
manslaughter when his only fault is gross negligence, and there are many 
other cases where mere neglect may be highly criminal. Many statutes 
which are in the nature of police regulations, as this is, impose criminal 
penalties irrespective of any intent to violate them ; the purpose being to 
require a degree of diligence for the protection of the public which shall 
render violation impossible." 

Many cases are cited in that case where convictions were sustained al- 
though the element of guilty knowledge was lacking. Thus in Massa- 
chusetts a person may be convicted of the crime of selling intoxicating 
liquors as a beverage though he did not know it to be intoxicating. 

Com. y. Boynton, 2 Allen, 160. 

And of the offens« of selling adulterated milk, though ignorant of its 
adulteration. 

Com. V. Farren, 9 Allen, 489. 
Com. V. Nichols, 10 AUen, 199. 
Com. V. Waite, 11 Allen, 264. 
Com. V. Smith, 103 Mass., 444. 

In Missouri a magistrate may be liable to the penalty for performing 
the marriage ceremony for minors without consent of parents or guar- 
dians, though he may suppose them to be of the proper age. 

Beckham v. Nacke, 56 Mo., 546. 

Where the killing and sale of a calf under a specified age is prohibited 
there may be a conviction though the party was ignorant of the animars 
age. 

Com. V. Raymond, 97 Mass., 567. 

In People v. Welsh, 71 Mich. 548, this court in speaking of People v. 
Roby, supra, said : "When a statute does not make intent an element of 
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the offense, but commands an act to be done or omitted which in the 
absence of the statute might have been done or omitted without cul- 
pability, ignorance of the fact or state of things contemplated by the 
statute will not excuse its violation" ; citing : 

State V. Hartflel, 24 Wis., 60. 

In the late case in this court of Walcott v. Judge of Superior court, 
112 Mich. 311, the relator, as prosecuting attorney of the county, filed 
an information against one BYed Saunders, charging him with being 
engaged in selling liquor without giving the bond required by the statute. 
The bond was fair upon its face, but one of the sureties, it appears, was 
disqualified under section 2283dl, 3 How. Stat. The information did 
not allege that respondent had knowledge of this defect in the bond. 
The information was quashed by the court below, and the relator asked 
the aid of mandamus to compel the respondent to reinstate the case. It 
was said by this court in the majority opinion: **It was tlie intention 
of the legislature to make the execution and delivery of the prescribed 
bond a condition precedent to sale, and to require the person desiring to 
engage in the business mentioned to assume the responsibility of knowing 
that the bond when presented complies in all essential particulars with 
the law. He must know that his sureties are males, that they are resident 
freeholders of the township, village or city in which the business is to be 
carried on, that they hold none of the offices prohibited by the act, and 
that at the time the bond is filed neither is a surety upon more than two 
bonds required by the act." 

It appeared that one of the sureties was already' upon more than two 
bonds; and the writ was granted compelling the respondent to reinstate 
• the case. The case of People v. Boby was cited in that case in support 
of the proposition that intent was not an ingredient of the offense. 

These regulations are under the police power of the State. Undoubt- 
edly it was competent for the legislature to prohibit the sale of axiulter- 
ated articles of food and drink. The police power of the State extends 
to the protection of the health as well as of the lives and property of the 
citizens. Generally it is for the legislature to determine what laws and 
regulations are needed to protect the public health and secure the public 
comfort and safety. If it passes an act ostensibly for the public health 
and thereby destroys or takes away the property of the citizen or inter- 
feres with his liberty it is for the courts to determine whether it relates 
to and is appropriate to promote such public health. Under the police 
power the conduct of individuals and the use of property may be regu- 
lated so as to interfere to some extent with the freedom of the one and 
the enjoyment of the other. It cannot be doubted that the legislature 
intended by this act to protect the public against the harmful conse- 
quences of sales of adulterated food, and to the end that its purpose 
might not be defeated to require the seller at his peril to know that the 
article which he offers for sale is not adulterated. 

As was said by the supreme court of Ohio, in State v. Kelly, 54 Ohio 
St. 166 : "If this statute had imposed upon the State the burden of prov- 
ing * * * * his knowledge of its adulteration, it would thereby 
have defeated its declared purpose." 

In State v. Smith, 10 B. I. 260, the court, in speaking of the offense of 
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selling adolterated milk, said: '^CoudscI for defendant asked the conrt 
to charge that there must be evidence of a guilty intent on the part of 
the defendant and of a guilty knowledge in order to coniict him. Our 
statute in that provision of it, under which this indictment was found 
does no essentially differ from the statute of Massachusetts, and there 
previous to the enactment of our statute the supreme court had deter- 
mined that a person might be convicted although he had no knowledge 
of the adulteration ; the intent of the legislature being that the seller of 
milk should take upon himself the risk of knowing that the article he 
offers for sale is not adulterated." 

Statutes in many states have been passed providing that whoever sells, 
or keeps or offers for sale adulterated milk, or milk to which water or 
other foreign substance has been added shall be punished, etc. Under 
these statutes it has beeiu decided many times that the risk is upon the 
seller of knowing that the article he offers for sale is not adulterated, 
and that it is not necessary in an indictment under such a statute to 
allege or prove criminal intent or guilty knowledge. 

Com. V. Smith, 103 Mass., 444. 
Com. V. Warren, 160 Mass., 533. 
People V. Cllpperly, 101 N. Y., 634. 

The same rule that no criminal intent is necessary has been held to 
apply under an act forbidding the sale of oleomargarine or other imi- 
tations of dairy products, unless express notice be given to the purchaser. 

Bayles v. Newton, 50 N. J., L. 549. 
Com. V. Gray, 150 Mass., 327. 

The English rule is in keeping with the doctrine in this country on 
this subject. ^ 

Roberts v. Egerton, L. R., 9 Q. B., 494. 

The statute not requiring knowledge on the part of the seller to make 
the offense complete, we are satisfied that the conviction must be sus- 
tained. No case has been cited, and we are not able to find one, where 
a contrary doctrine is laid down. The act may work hardship in many 
cases ; but that question is one to be addressed to the legislature and not 
to the courts. As we have said, it was within the power of the legisla- 
ture to pass the act making it an offense punishable with fine and im- 
prisonment to sell adulterated food or drink, although the person selling 
the same has no knowledge that it is adulterated. Under this statute 
one making sales must do so at his peril. 

The conviction is aflSrmed. 

Grant, J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 
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PEOPLE V. WORDEN GROCER CO. 

(Opinion filed December 6» 1898.) 

Constitutional Law — Act to Prevent "Sale of Adulterated Vinegar — Complaint — 

Reasonableness of Statute — ^Defense. 

1. The title to an act reading ''An act in relation to the manufacture and sale 

of vinegar, and to repeal Act No. 224 of the Public Acts of 1889, approved, 
etc.," held broad enough to support an enactment to prevent deception in 
the sale of vinegar or to prevent adulteration of vinegar. 

2. A conviction for a sale of "fermented cider vinegar," which was not up to 

the standard prescribed by Act No. 71, Public Acts of 1897, may be had 
under a complaint drawn under section 2 of the act. 

3. The question as to whether the requirements of an act passed to prevent the 

sale of adulterated vinegar are such as to render the act unreasonable, can- 
not be determined by the courts and does not raise a question of fact for 
determination by a Jury. 

4. Where a sample of vinegar is taken from a dealer for the purpose of testing 

it to see if it conforms to the standard required by law it is not necessary 
that a sample be left with the dealer. ' 

5. A prosecution for a sale of vinegar in violation of Act No. 71, Public Acts 

of 1897, cannot be defended on the ground that the person so manufacturing 
or selling vinegar below the standard has no knowledge that it is not 
within the standard prescribed. 

Error to the circuit court of Kent county ; Allen C. Adsit, J. 

Appeal of the Worden Grocer Co. from a conviction of a violation of 
Act No. 71, Public Acts of 1897. Affirmed. 

Frank A. Rodgers, Prosecuting Attorney; Benn M. Corwin, Assistant 
Prosecuting Attorney, for the people. 

Rood & Hindman, for respondent. 

Long, J.: The complaint in this cause charges that the defendant: 
"On February 5, 1898, did unlawfully sell and deliver to John T. Owens 
of Benton Harbor, Michigan, a large quantity, to- wit: One barrel of 
vin^ar which was not then and there in compliance with the provisions 
of Act No. 71, Public Acts, 1897, in this, viz.: That said vinegar 
was sold as "fermented cider vinegar" and branded as such; that said 
vinegar contained less than one and three-fourths per cent by weight 
upon full evaporation (at the temperature of boiling water) of solids 
contained in the fruit from which said vinegar is fermented, to-wit: 
One and fifty-one one-hundredths per cent of solids; and said vinegar 
contained less than two and a half tenths of one x)er cent ash or mineral 
matter, the same being the product of the material from which said 
vinegar was manufactured, to-wit: Eight one-hundredths of one per 
cent of ash or mineral matter, against the form of the statute in such 
case made and provided." etc. 

The cause was commenced in the police court, and, being removed to 
the circuit, came on to be heard before a jury. The defendant refused 
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to pleg,d, and counsel for defendant thereupon made a motion to quash 
the complaint iand summons for se^'eral reasons which will hereafter be 
discussed. The court upon the trial directed a verdict of guilty, and 
the cause comes to this court on exceptions before judgment. 

The title of the act reads: ''An act in relation to the manufacture 
and sale of vinegar, and to repeal Act No. 224 of the Public Acts of 1889, 
approved," etc. Sections one and two of the act, being the sections in 
question, provide: 

"Section 1. The People of the State of Michigan enact, That no person shall 
manufacture for sale, offer or expose for sale, sell or deliver, or have in his 
possession with intent to sell or deliver, any vinegar not in compliance with the 
provisions of this act. No vinegar shall be sold as apple, orchard or cider vinegar, 
which is not the legitimate product of pure apple juice, known as apple cider 
or vinegar not made exclusively of said apple cider or vinegar into which foreign 
substance, drugs or acids have been introduced, as may appear upon proper test, 
and upon said test, shall contain not less than one and three-fourths per cent, 
by weight of cider vinegar solids upon full evaporation at the temperature of 
boiling water. 

"Section 2. All vinegar made by fermentation and oxidation without the in- 
tervention of distillation shall be branded 'fermented vinegar' with the name of 
the fruit or substance from which the same is made. And all vinegar made 
wholly or in part from distilled liquor shall be branded 'distilled vinegar/ and 
all of such distilled vinegar shall be free from coloring matter added during or 
after distillation and from color other than that imparted to it by distillation 
And all fermented vinegar not distilled shall contain not less than one and 
three-fourths per cent, by weight, upon full evaporation (at the temperature of 
.boiling water) of solids, contained in the fruit or gn^ain from which said vinegar 
is fermented, and said vinegar shall contain not less than two and a half tenths 
of one per cent ash or mineral matter, the same being the product of the material 
from which said vinegar is manufactured. And all vinegar shall be made wholly 
from the fruit or grain from which it purports to be or is represented to be 
made, and shall contain no foreign substance and shall contain not less than four 
per cent, by weight, of absolute acetic acid." 

• 

It appears by the testimony that the defendant, a Michigan corpora- 
tion doing business at Grand Rapids, on February 5, 1898, sold a barrel 
of vinegar to one John T. Owens of Benton Harbor. The sale is ad- 
mitted. A sample of the vinegar was taken from this barrel and an- 
alyzed by the State Analyst, Mr. Fred H. Borradaile. The correctness 
of this analysis is not disputed. This analysis showed that the viiiegar 
did not comply with the requirements of the statute in that it did not 
contain the amount of solids nor the amount of ash or mineral matter 
required. 

The contentions made by counsel for defendant mostly relate to the 
validity of the act. 

1. It is contended that the title to the act does not express any ob- 
ject ; that the act was intended to prevent deception in the sale of vinegar 
or to prevent adulteration of vinegar, but that no such object is ex- 
pressed in the title ; and that the act is therefore in conflict with section 
20 of article 4, of the constitution of this State, which provides that: 
"No law shall embrace more than one object, which shall be expressed 
in its title." 

We think this contention sufficiently answered by what was said by 
this court in Soukup v. Van Dyke, 109 Mich. 681. There the title was^ 
"An act relative to justices' courts in the city of Grand Rapids." It 
was said : "The title is sufficient if it fairly and reasonably announces 
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the object and that is a single one. If thia requirement be observed, the 
l^slatnre mnst determine for itself how broad and comprehensive shall 
be the object of a statute and how much particularity shall be employed 
in the title in defining it." 

In People v. Kelly, 99 Mich. 82, the title under discussion was "An 
act relative to disorderly persons, and to repeal," etc. 

See also: 

State y. County Judges, 2 Iowa, 280. 

McAunich v. The Miss. & Mo. R. R. Co., 20 Iowa, 342. 

2. Counsel contend that the complaint being drawn under section 
two of the act, no conviction can follow; that if any violation of the 
law be found, it is of section one and not of section two of the act; 
that, therefore, the complaint was drawn under the wrong section. 

This contention cannot be sustained. It is plain from the reading of 
these sections that the legislature intended that all fermented vinegar 
should come up to the required standard, whether made from fruit or 
grain. 

3. The defendant contends that the act is unreasonable and therefore 
void as beyond the police power of the State, in that the test for cider 
vinegar in regard to solids is arbitrary, unscientific and not calculated 
to accomplish the end sought by the legislature, viz.: To protect the 
public health against spurious vinegar; that such test is no test, be- 
cause : 

a. Said solids and ash are indifferent ingredients of vinegar from a 
hygienic stand point. 

b. Their comparative absence or presence is not an essential in- 
gredient of pure apple cider vinegar. 

c. A vinegar can be manufactured which will satisfy the require- 
ments of the statute and yet contain no materials from apples or the 
product of apples. 

d. A pure- apple dder vinegar is frequently made which is below the 
requirements of the statute in solids and ash. 

e. The less proportion of solids is a proof of greater purity in the 
vinegar and of its better keeping qualities. 

These questions might very properly be addressed to tlie legislature, 
but are matters with which the court has nothing to do. It is not a 
part of the functions of the court to investigate the facts entering into 
questions of public policy merely. Under our system that power is 
lodged in the l^slative branch of the government. It belongs to that 
branch to determine primarily what measures are appropriate or need- 
ful for the protection of the public morals, the public health or the 
public safety. 

Barton v. McWhinney, 85 Ind., 481. 
, Mugler V. Kansas, 123 U. S., 660. 

Powell V. Pennsylvania, 127 U. S., 685. 

In People v. Snowberger, 113 Mich. 92, it was said by this court: 
'The act may work hardsihip in many cases*, but that question is one to 
be addressed to the legislature and not to the courts.'' 
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The question of the reasonableness of the acts found in many states 
relative to the sale of milk below a certain standard has been frequentiy 
raised in the courts^ and the acts upheld. 

In Com- V. Evans, 132 Mass. 11, the court passing upon such a statute 
said : "The intention of jthe legislature and the practical operation of 
this section in connection with the third section is to provide that it 
shall be unlawful to sell milk containing less than thirteen per centum 
of milk solids. This belongs to the class of police regulations designated 
to prevent frauds and to protect the health of the people, which it is 
within the constitutional power of the l^slature to enact." 

In State v. Smyth, 14 R. I. 100, the court said : "It was the purpose 
of the statute to prohibit, not only the dealing in milk which had been 
adulterated, but also in milk of such inferior quality as to fall below 
the standard named in section thi*ee. It is equally a fraud on the buyer, 
whether the milk which he buys was originally good and has been de- 
teriorated by the addition of water or whether in its natural state it 
is so poor that it contains the same proi)ortion of water as that which 
has been adulterated.'' See also: 

state V. Newton. 45 N. J. L., 469. 
Bertholf v. O'Reilly, 74 N. Y., 509. 
State V. Campbell, 64 N. H., 403. 
10 Am. St. Rep. 419. 

But counsel contend that the reasonableness of this act is a question 
of fact for the jury to determine from the exx)ert chemical evidence. 

This question is neither for the court nor the jury to determine. In 
People V. Olipperly, 101 N. Y. 634, that very question was discussed 
and decided adversely to the claim here. It was said: "The defendant 
takes the broader ground that the legislature cannot under the constitu- 
tion prohibit the sale of milk drawn from healthy cows which in its 
natural state falls below standard fixed by the act, unless such milk, 
or the articles made from it, are in fact unwholesome or dangerous to 
public health. How is that' question of fact to be determined? The 
court cannot take judicial notice whether milk below the standard is or 
is not unwholesome or dangerous to public health. Is that to be a ques- 
tion for the jury? If so, the court must charge a jury in each case that 
if they find milk below that staddard to be unwholesome, then the stat- 
ute is constitutional; if they find it to be wholesome, then the statute 
is unconstitutional. Evidently a constitutional question cannot be 
settled, or rather, unsettled in that way. The constitutionality would 
vary with the varying judgments of juries." 

In the emery wheel case before us, in People v. Smith, 108 Mich., p. 
534, a somewhat similar question was discussed. It was said: "If 
the courts find the plain provisions of the constitution violated, or if it 
can be said that the act is not within the rule of necessity in view of 
facts of which judicial notice may be taken, then the act must fall: 
otherwise it should stand." 



See also: 



People V. Girard. 145 N. Y., 109. 
(45 Am. St. Rep. 595.) 
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4. Counsel also contend that defendant was not allowed, nor could 
it obtain, a sample of the vin^ar in question for analysis, and was de- 
prived of the right to produce eyidence as to the amount of solids in 
the vinegar; and was thus deprived of property without due process of 
law. 

The record shows that the defendant was not prevented from getting 
a sample of the vinegar by any person interested in the prosecution of 
the suit. The record shows that the only effect it made to get such sam- 
ple was a letter written to Mr. Owens who had bought and paid for 
the vinegar, requesting him to return it, to which the defendant received 
no reply, and it does not appear that Mr. Owens had any of the vin^ar 
left at that time. No sample was left with the defendant by the prose- 
cution ; nor was this necessary. 

Com. V. Coleman, 157 Mass., 460. 

5. This statute forbids the manufacture and sale of vinegar not in 
compliance therewith; and persons manufacturing or selling vinegar 
below the standard do so at their peril. It is no defense that the person 
so manufacturing or selling vinegar below the standard has no knowl- 
edge that it is not within the standard prescribed. 

People V. Snowberger, 113 Mich., 86; 71 N. W. R.. 497. 

We have examined the other questions raised, but do not deem it 
necessai-y to discuss them. They relate mostly to offers of testimony 
which the court below ruled out; and, we think, properly. 

The testimony was uncontradicted that the vinegar sold was not in 
compliance with the statute. The sale was admitted. 

The court was not in error in directing the verdict. The conviction 
must be affirmed. 

Grant, C. J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE V. DETTENTHALER. 

GROSVENOR v. JACKSON CIRCUIT JUDGE. 
(Opinions filed December 6, 1898.) 

Constitutional Law— Passage of Act Without Enactment Clause — Constitutional 
Provision Mandatory — Addition of Clause' by Governor — Act 

76, Laws of 1897, Invalid. 

1. The provisions in the Michigan State constitution, found in Sec. 48 of Art. 

IV, that all laws should be styled, ''The People of the State of Michigan 
enact," is mandatory and the passage of an act without the enactment 
clause renders the act invalid. 

2. The addition of the enacting clause by the Governor before affixing his sig- 

nature will not render the law valid which was passed without an enact- 
ment clause. 

3. Act No. 76, Laws of 1897, being ''An act to prevent deception in the manu- 

facture and sale of imitation butter" held to be invalid because of the 
passage of the act without an enactment clause was not rendered valid 
by the addition of such clause by the Governor before affixing his signa- 
ture to the act. 
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Error to the sui.)erior court of Grand Rapids; Edwin A. Burlingame, 
judge. 

Exceptions taken bv Frank J. Dettentlialer from a conviction of a 
violation of the pure food law. — Revei'sed and no new trial. 

Frank D. Rodgers. Prosecuting Attorney, (Rodgers, McDonald & Cor- 
win of counsel, for the i)eople. 

Rood & Hindman and E. P. Sweet, for respondent. 

Ortiorari by Elliot O. Grosvenor, Dairy and Food Commissioner, to 
review the action of the Jackson circuit judge in denying a mandamus. 
Affirmed. 

John G. Hawley and Benn M. Corwin, for relator. 

Rood & Hinman and E. F. Sweet, for respondent. 

Hooker, J.: These cases involve the validity of Act No. 76, Public 
Acts, 1807, which is as follows: 

''An act to prevent deception in the manufacture and sale of imitation butter." 

Section 1. The People of the State of Michigan enact, That no person, by him- 
self or his agents, or servants, shall render or manufacture, sell, offer for sale, 
expose for sale, or have in his possession with intent to sell, any article, product 
or compound made wholly or In part out of any fat, oil or oleaginous substance 
or compound thereof, not produced from unadulterated milk or cream from the 
same, which shall be in imitation of yellow butter produced from pure unadul- 
terated milk or cream from the same: Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
be construed to prohibit the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine in a separate 
and distinct form, and in such manner as will advise the, consumer of its real 
character, free from coloration or ingredient, that causes it to look like butter. 

Sec. 2. Whoever violates any of the provisions of section one (1) of this act 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be 
punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars, nor more than five hundred 
dollars, and the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail, or 
State House of Correction and Reformatory at Ionia, for not less than six months 
nor more than three years, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the dis- 
cretion of the court for each and every offense. 

Approved April 15, 1897. 

The evidence in the first entitled cause shows that the defendant was 
convicted of the alleged offense of selling oleomargarine in contravention 
of this act. 

In the other a complaint was made of a similar act to a justice, who 
refused to issue the warrant, and on application the circuit court denied 
a mandamous to compel it. The cases raise substantially the same ques- 
tions, and were argued, and will be considered together. The validity of 
the law is questioned. The record shows that this was a senate bill and 
passed the senate without the constitutional enacting clause. The rec- 
ords of the house show that the bill was reported by the committee on 
agriculture and the committee of the whole, without amendment and 
with the recommendation that it be passed. Under the head of "third 
reading of the bills upon passage," the record of the house shoT^-s that 
"pending the third reading of the bill, Mr. Chamberlain moved that the 
bill be recommitted to the committee of the whole, which motion did not 
prevail. The bill having been read a third time, and the question being 
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upon its passage, pending^the taking of the vote, Mr. Graham demanded 
the previous question. The demand was seconded. The question being, 
'Shall the main question be now put?^ The same was ordered. The bill 
was then passed, a majority of all the members elect voting therefor, 
by yeas and nays, as follows : • ♦ ♦ yeas 56, nays 19." As this is 
Hhe only time the bill was before the house, we must find that the bill 
passed the house without an enacting clause, unless the contrary can 
be shown by other evidence. Counsel undertook to show that it was 
amended in this particular, by the records of the senate, and the testi- 
mony of the clerk of the house. The evidence is in brief, that previous 
to the passage of the bill in the house the clerk noticed the absence of the 
enacting clause, and brought it to the attention of the house, and said 
that he would enter one, and accordingly wrote the words in the original 
bill, i. e., the one which was then before the house. He did not testify 
that the house took any action upon it, or .that any record was made of 
it 

The senate record Shows that the bill was subsequently returned to 
•the senate, accompanied by a letter from the clerk of the house, reading 
as follows: 

"House of Representatives, 

"Lansing, April 7, 1897. 

"To the President of the Senate: 

"Sir — I am Instructed by the House to return to the Senate the following bill: 
Senate bill No. 6, file No. 24, entitled 

*' 'A bill to prevent deception in the manufacture and sale of Imitation butter' 
and to inform the Senate that the House has amended the same as follows: By 
inserting in line 1, Section 1, after the words 'Section 1/ the words 'The People 
of the State of Michigan enact.' 

"Very respectfully, 

"LEWIS M. MILLER, 
"Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
"In the passage of which, as thus amended, the House has concurred by a 
majority vote of all the members elect." 

It further appears that the senate concurred in such amendment. 

We must determine, therefore, whether the house is shown to have 
amended the bill by inserting an enacting clause and if not whether 
the law is valid without it. 

The most that can be claimed is that there is oral testimony, that the 
clerk announced its absence and stated that he would supply it. In- 
ferentially perhaps we may say that there was no objection made, but 
the evidence is silent as to what, if anything, occurred. There is nothing 
but this inference of silence which imports acquiescence in the amend* 
ment There is nothing to show definite action by the house which alone 
had power to amend the bill before it. So that if the clause is essential 
to the validity of the act we need not discuss the propriety of admitting 
parole evidence to prove an amendment which should be shown by the 
record if one was authorized. 

See Attorney General v. Rice, 64 Mich., 391. 
Hart V. McElroy, 72 Mich., 446. 
Sackrider v. Supervisors, 79 Mich., 66. 

Is the constitutional enacting clause a requisite to a valid law? This 

23 
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must depend upon whether the constitutional provision is to be con- 
sidered a mandatory provision or directory merely. 

See Constitution, Art IV., Sec. 48. 

Among the authorities cited by the relator in support of his conten- 
tion, is that of Swann v. Buck, 40 Miss. 268. The constitutional pro- 
vision is similar to ours, and it was held that a substantial compliance 
was sufficient. In that case the style of the resolution was: **Resolved 
by the l^slature of the State of Mississippi." The court was unable 
to discover a previous judicial decision of the question, but quoted Mr. 
Gushing to the effect that the prescribed "form must be strictly pur- 
sued, and that no equivalent language will be sufBclent," and while 
declining to accept his rule said : "It is necessary that every law should 
show on its face the authority by which it is adopted, and promulgated, 
and that it should clearly apx)ear that it is intended by the legislative 
power that enacts it that it should take effect as a law. These conditions 
being fulfilled all that is absolutely necessary is expressed. The word 
'resolved' is as potent to declare the legislative will, as the word *en- 
acted.' '' 

The case of McPherson v. Leonard, 29 Md. 377, held that the provi- 
sion of the constitution of Maryland was directory, and that the omis- 
sion of the words, "by the general assembly of Maryland," did not render 
the law invalid. The question appears to have been treated as a new one. 

The case of C^pe Girardeau v. Riley, 52 Mo. 427, follows the Maryland 
case, in holding the provision directory; the court saying that after 
diligent search, no case holding to the contrary had been found. In 
this case, like the one before us, the entire enacting clause was wanting. 
In this connection we may add that previous decisions of the same court, 
holding the provision that writs should run in the name of the state, 
was directory, were given weight. In our State a contrary holding will 
be found. 

See Forbes v. Darling, 94 Mich., 621. 

There are, however, cases which take a contrary view of the law, and 
adhere to the doctrine asserted by Mr. Gushing, and the late Mr.- Justice 
Oooley, in his work on constitutional limitations, 6 Ed., p. 93, viz.: 



«i 



'But the courts tread upon very dangerous ground when they venture to apply 
the rules which distinguish directory and mandatory statutes to the proyislons 
of a constitution. Constitutions do not usually undertake to prescribe mere rules 
of proceeding, except when such rules are looked upon as essential to the thing 
to be done; and they must then be regarded in the light of limitations upon the 
power to be exercised. It is the province of an instrument of this solemn and 
permanent character to establish those fundamental maxims and fix those un- 
varying rules by which all departments of the government must at all times shape 
their conduct, and if it descends to prescribing mere rules of order in unessential 
matters, It is lowering the proper dignity of such an instrument, and usurping 
the proper province of ordinary legislation. We are not, therefore, to expect to 
find in a constitutional provision which the people, in adopting it, have not re- 
garded as of high importance, and worthy to be embraced in an instrument, 
which, for a time at least, is to control alike the government and the governed, 
and to form a standard by which is to be measured the power which can be exer- 
cised as well by the delegate as by the sovereign people themselves. If directions 
are given respecting the times or modes of proceeding in which a power should 
be exercised, there is at least a strong presumption that the people designed it 
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should be exercised, in that time and mode only; and we impute to the people 
a want of due appreciation of the purpose and proper province of auch an instru- 
ment, when we infer that such directions are given to any other end. Especially 
^hen, as has already been said, it is but fair to presume that the people in their 
constitution have expressed themselves in careful and measured terms, corre- 
sponding with the immense importance of the powers delegated, and with a view 
to leave as little as possible to implication." 

There are Bome cases, however, where the doctrine of directory statutes 
has been applied to constitutional provisions but they are so plainly at 
variance with the weight of authority upon the precise points considered 
that we feel warranted in saying that the judicial decisions as they now 
stand do not sanction the application. 

The question arose in Washington territory over a law fixing the seat 
q1 government, and the opinion of Gushing was quoted and followed. 
1 Wash. Ter. 116. The case of Nevada v. Sogers, 10 Nevada 250, de- 
cided in 1875, did the same. An extended discussion of the subject will 
be found in that case, in support of the proposition that the language 
of the constitution should be literally followed. 

The opinion concludes with the following pertinent and emphatic 
language: \ 



''Our constitution expressly provides that the enacting clause of every law shall 
be 'The People of the State of Nevada, represented in senate and assembly, do 
enact as follows.' This language is susceptible of but one interpretation. There 
is no doubtful meaning as to the intention. It is, in our judgment, an impera- 
tive mandate of the people in their sovereign capacity to the legislature, requir- 
ing that all laws to be binding upon them shall, upon their face, express the 
authority by which they were enacted, and as this act comes to us without such 
authority appearing upon its face, it is not a law." 

The case of the State v. Patterson, 98 N. C. 662, is strong in its con- 
demnation of the practice of treating constitutional requirements as 
directory. The case of Powell v. Jackson, 51 Mich. 130, is not in point, 
as the bill was duly and seasonably amended, if we may accept the state- 
ment of the briefs of the counsel and the syllabus. 

The trend of the weight of the authority is in our opinion against the 
relator^s contention. 

It is urged with some plausibility that the insertion of this provision 
previous to the signature by the Governor is a sufficient compliance with 
the constitution, from which we understand the claim to be made that 
although the enacting clause was wanting when the bill came to the Gov- 
ernor it might have been supplied by him. But it is thought that this 
proposition is tenable only upon the assumption that the constitutional 
provision is directory merely. The Governor has no power to make 
laws. The legislative power is in no part vested in him, being by Sec. 
1, Article IV, of the constitution, vested in the senate and house of rep- 
resentatives. It is not the design of the constitution that he should 
legislate. His office is a check upon the legislature and he may compel 
a reconsideration of a bill by seasonably returning it to the appropriate 
house with his objections to it, and when the legislature has adjourned 
his neglect to sign it prevents it from becoming a law, but he has not 
the slightest power in framing the law. Indeed, it is a fundamental prin- 
ciple in American constitutions that the executive shall not make laws. 
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The following language from the opinion in the case of State of Nevada 
V. Rogers, 10 Neb. 250, is apropos to this subject: 

'Without the concurrence of the senate the people have no power to enact any 
law. Every person at all familiar with the practice of legislative bodies is aware 
that one of the most common methods adopted to kill a bill and prevent its 
becoming a law, is for a member to move to strike out the enacting clause. If 
such motion is carried the bill is lost. Can it be seriously contended that such 
a bill, with its head cut ofF, could thereafter by any legislative action become a 
law? Certainly not. The certificates of the proper officers of the senate and 
assembly, that such an act was passed in their respective houses, do not, and 
could not impart vitality to any act which, upon its face, failed to express the 
authority by which It was enacted." 

This being so, the only justification for the insertion of the enacting 
clause by the Governor is to be found in the assumption that it is a cleri- 
cal omission of an unimportant matter and it might as well be held that 
one of the houses, or a clerk, or even the printer of the laws, might make 
the correction, as that the Governor might do it. 

Some of the states have sustained laws without enacting clauses, tut 
we do not know of one that has made their validity depend upon the 
unauthorized action of some officer or person. They have preferred to 
rest their action upon the well recognized distinction between mandatory* 
and directory provisions. If the provision is mandatory that the law 
shall have a prescribed style and the making of laws is confined to the 
legislative branch of the government, it cannot be consistently held that 
omissions of essential parts of a law may be supplied and corrections 
made by persons without authority; and the public necessities should 
be much greater than in the present case, before such a proposition 
should be seriously considered. If on the other hand there is warrant 
for treating the provision as directory, a much less dangerous pre- 
cedent is established. But as has been shown, the weight of authority 
forbids it and in our opinion it will be an unfortunate day for con- 
stitutional rights when courts begin the insidious process of undermin- 
ing constitutions by holding unambiguous provisions and limitations to 
be directory merely, to be disregarded at pleasure. In the present case it 
will be much better that the legislature shall correct its mistake, than 
that the courts shall sanction the irr^ular correction. 

We are therefore constrained to hold that the law under discussion is 
void, and in the certiorari case the order is afiirmed, in that of Detten- 
thaler the conviction is reversed and no new trial ordered. The other 
justices concurred. 
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GROSVENOR v. DUFFY. 

(Opinion filed September 18, 1899.) 

Pure Food Law — Sale of Oleomargarine Colored to Imitate Butter — Constitution- 
ality of Act. 

The sale of oleomargarine colored with a harmless substance to imitate June 
butter, but which is sold and purchased as oleomargarine, is not in violation 
of section 3 of Act 118 of the Public Acts of 1897, being an act to prohibit 
and prevent adulteration, fraud and deception in the manufacture and sale 
of articles of food and drink. 

Certiorari to review the action of the Washtenaw circuit judge in refusing the 
application of Elliot O. Grosvenor, Dairy and Food Commissioner, for mandamus 
to compel John L. Duffy, justice of the peace, to issue a warrant. Affirmed. 

Smedley & Corwin, for relator. 

m 

John J. Speed and J. P. Lee, for respondent. 

The relator presented to a justice of the peace a complaint in writing, 
charging that "Casper Rinsey did unlawfully oflfer and expose for sale, 
and did unlawfully sell and deliver to said Elliot O. Grosvenor, a large 
quantity, to wit, one pound of oleomargarine, which was then and there 
an article of food intended to be eaten by man, and which was then, and 
there adulterated within the meaning of Act No. 193 of the Public Acts 
of Michigan for the year 1895, as amended by Act No. 118 of the Public 
Acts of Michigan for the year 1897, in this, to wit : that said oleomar- 
garine was then and there an imitation of another article of food, to wit : 
an imitation of a rich June butter; and said oleomargarine had been and 
was then and there colored, whereby inferiority was concealed and by 
which means it was made to appear better and of greater value than it 
really was, to wit, in this: That it was thereby made to appear like 
butter of a grade which was then and there of a greater value than 
the said oleomargarine; that the said oleomargarine was labeled ^oleo- 
margarine' and stamped with the seller's name; and' that the tub and 
wrapper which contained the same bore the name and address of the 
manufacturer and was distinctly labeled oleomargarine." 

"Said complainant on liis oath aforesaid, further says, that he called for 
oleomargarine, and that the said oleomargarine was sold to him as oleomargarine 
the same as to an ordinary customer, freely and without objection, and that for 
this reason he did not take the steps required by section 6, Act No. 154 of the 
Public Acts of Michigan for the year 1897." 



The justice refused to entertain the complaint and issue a warrant, 
whereupon the relator applied to the circuit court for Washtenaw county 
for the writ of mandamus to compel the justice to issue a warrant and 
proceed to hear the case. The circuit court refused the writ and the 
case is brought to this court by certiorari for review. 

Grant, O. J. (after stating the facts). The title of the act reads "An 
act to prohibit and prevent the adulteration, fraud and deception in the 



182 STATE OF MICHIGAN. 

manufacture and sale of articles of food and drink." Sec. 3, as amended 
by Act No. 118, Public ActB 1897, ^o far as it applies to this case, reads: 

'^An article shall be deemed to be adulterated within the meaning of 
this act : ♦ • ♦ 

"Fourth — ^If it is an imitation of, or sold under the name of another 
article. ♦ ♦ ♦ 

"Sixth — If it is coloi-ed, coated, polished or powdered, whereby damage 
or inferiority is concealed, 6r if by any means it is made to appeal* better 
or of greater value than it really is. 

"Seventh — If it contains any added substance or ingredient which is 
poisonous or injurious to health: Provided, That nothing in this act 
shall prevent the coloring of pure butter; and provided further, That 
the provifeiotas of this act shall not apply to mixtures or compounds rec- 
ognized as ordinary articles or ingredients of articles of food^ if each and 
every package sold or offered for sale, bear the name and address of 
the manufacturer and be distinctly labeled, under its own distinctive 
name, and in a manner so as to plainly and correctly shoW that it is a 
mixture or compound, and is not in violation with definition fourth and 
seventh of this section." 

It is not claimed that the sale made by Rinsey violates subdivision 
seven. The act charged in the complaint is neither adulteration, fraud 
nor deception und^ any definition of these words to be found in any 
dictionary. Adulteration is "the act of corrupting or debasing, the act 
of mixing something impure or spurious with something pure or genuine, 
or ian inferior article with a superior one of the same kind." 

Botiv., L. D., 126. 
Cehtury Dictionary. 

Counsel do not urge that it comes within the word "fraud" or "de- 
ceit." Neither is it urged that the article is made to appear of greater 
value than it really is. It is not claimed that the coloring matter used 
is in the least deleterious. The law permits its use to color buttei*. 
Counsel rely upon People v. Snowberger, 113 Mich. 86. That case is not 
in point. The gravamen of the offense there was that the article of 
food was damaged, inferior, its inferiority concealed, and it was made 
to appear of greater value than it really was. 

This brings us to the only question we need to determine, viz. : Is the 
title to the act broad enough to include the sale complained of? would 
any person reading the title to the bill in the legislative journals, or 
elsewhere, suppose that the bill would make criminal an act which in it- 
self was entirely harmless, honest, innocent and contained no element of 
wrong-doing? Or that it would change the well known definition of a 
word so as to include within it things which were in no sense akin to it 
and which could only be included in it by the most arbitrary legislative 
enactments? Would a manufacturer of, or dealer in butter or oleomar- 
garine, be notified by the title that the harmless coloring of either was 
not only to be prohibited but to be punished by fine or imprisonment or 
both? There can be but one answer to these questions. When the leg- 
islature attempts to change definitions and to make acts criminal which 
per se are innocent and contain no element of \^T^ng, there must be 
something in the title to show such purpose or object undefr Sec. 20, Art. 
4 of the constitution. The title contains not even an intimation that an 
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eiJtirely innocent act is to be made a crime. It follow* that tkis part 
of the act is void. 

Bissel V. Wayne Probate Judge, 58 Mich., 237. 
Nx)rttiweBtern M'fg Co. v. Wayne Circuit Judge, Id., 881. 
McKellar v. Detroit. 57 Mich., 158. 

This statute is assailed as unconstitutional upon other grounds. This 
disposal of the case renders it unnecessary to discuss them. How far the 
legislatuie may igo, under the police power inherent in the State in pro- 
hibiting and puniAiog acts which in themselves are perfectly harmlew, 
would be m interesting subject of inquiry, but as it is not necessary to 
a disposal of tie case we decline to enter upon it. 

Judgment «ttT«ed. The otiier justices concurred. 



PEOPLE V. SKILLMAN. 

(Opinion filed March 4, 1902.) 

Pure Food Law— Section 5022 C. L. Construed— Action Against Traveling Bales- 

-man. 

A traveling salesman for a wholesale grocery firm, residing out of the State, 
to6k an order in this State for pure fruit Jelly and forwarded the ordw to 
his employers. The order was filled with imitation fruit Jelly. Information 
was filed against the salesman under section 5022 G. L., regulating the manu- 
facture and sale of imitation fruit jellies. Held, That respondent was not 
guilty of violating the terms of the statute. 



Error to the circuit court for Muskegon County. Fred J. Russell, 
judge. 

Appeal of John Skillman from a conviction under the pure food law. 
New trial ordered. 

Chas. B. Cross, -Prosecuting Attorney, for the people. 

Elliot O. Grosvenor and Smedley & Corwin, for respondent. 

Moore, J.: An information was filed against the respondent which, 
omitting the formal parts, read as follows: ^That one John Skillman 
heretofore, to wit, on the sixteenth day of September, A. D. 1901, at the 
city of Muskegon, in the county of Musk^on aforesaid, did unlawfully 
offer for sale and did sell to Albert Towle a large quantity, to wit: a 
certain compound under the name of Quince Jelly which was then and 
there adulterated within the meaning of the Act No. 193 of the Public 
Acts of the State of Michigan of the year 1895, as amended by Act No. 
118 of the Public Acts of the State of Michigan of the year 1897, as 
amended by Act No. Il7 of the Public Acts of the State of Michigan of 
the year 1899, in this to wit: That said compound was then and there 
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made and compoeed in part of glncose, starch and other Bnbstances, and 
was then and there colored in imitation of fruit jelly contrary to the 
form of the statute/' 

After the testimony was all in, a motion was made asking the .judge, 
for various reasons, to direct a verdict in favor of respondent. This 
motion was overruled. The case was submitted to the jury which re- 
turned a verdict of guilty. 

A great many eirors are assigned. We think some of them which we 
shall discuss are well taken, but as the case if ever tried again, will not 
present the same questions now presented by counsel we deem it unnec- 
essary to pass upon all the questions argued by them in the briefs. 

To sustain the case of the people testimony in substance as follows was 
introduced: It was shown the respondent had for some years been a 
traveling salesman in the employ of Beid, Murdock & Company of Chi- 
cago, that he solicited an order from Mr. Towle, a grocer in Muskegon, 
that Mr. Towle gave him an order for a case of assorted pure fruit jeUy. 
Mr. Skillman did not have the goods with him, but reduced the order to 
writing in the presence of Mr. Towle at his store, and forwarded it to 
the house in Chicago. It is as follows : 



"Reid, Murdock & Co., Chicago, 
Sept. 12, 1901. 



1 

1 



Name: Albert Towle. 
Town: Muskegon. 
State: Michigan. 
Ship by Barry Line. 
Salesman: Skillman. 

c P. F. Jelly Med. Asst 

c P. F. Jelly Med. Currant, 
60 days." 



100 
100 



"1 c. P. F. Jelly Med. Asst." was explained to mean one case pure 
fruit medium size assorted glasses. Mr. Towle testified Mr. Skillman 
claimed it was pure fruit jelly for which he took the order, and that was 
what he intended to buy. It was not shown that respondent had any- 
thing further to do with the transaction than as above stated. Later 
a case of goods was received from Beid, Murdock & Company and testi- 
mony was given tending to show that a tumbler of this jelly was sold 
to Mr. Bennett, inspector of the Dairy and Food Department of Michi- 
gan and by him forwarded to the State Analyst, where it is claimed 
upon analysis it was shown to be a mixture of fruit juice, glucose, starch 
and coloring matter. Upon the cross examination of Mr. Towle the fol- 
lowing occurred : 

"Q. Did you give Mr. Skillman more than one order for fruit jelly 
about this time? A. Well, he had two or three orders, I think, two at 
least. 

"Q. Two orders? A. One of them might have been ordered by mail. 

"Q. Now you received two consignments of fruit jelly from the orders 
you had given to Mr. Skillman? A. I think so, yes, sir. 

"Q. Upon which one of these orders did you receive this particular 
tumbler of jelly that you afterwards sold to Mr. Bennett? A. I couldn't 
say. The one that he bought was out of that order I think. (Witness 
pointing to order exhibited.)" 

The defense claimed that the label "pure fruit jelly" placed upon the 
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tiimblep analyzed was put there by mistake. It was their claim thit 
Beid^ Murdock & Company dealt in two kinds of jelly, those made out 
of pure fruit and those made in imitation of pure fruit, and that when the 
imitation was sold in Michigan and certain other states their instruc- 
tions were to label them "imitation," and that these instructions were 
furnished in writing to their agents, including the respondent, and they 
offered testimony tending to prove this claim. The written instructions 
were also offered in evidence, but with the testimony offered were ex- 
cluded by the court. 

Among other requests offered by the respondent was the following: 

"Under the undisputed evidence in this case there is nothing to show 
that the respondent offered to sell any jelly in violation of any statute 
of this State, but, on the contrary, it is shown that respondent offered 
to sell strictly pure fruit jelly and sent such an order to Reid, Murdock 
& Company of Chicago^ Illinois, and the charge in the information for 
selling and offering to sell adulterated jelly is not sustained by the evi- 
dence, and your verdict should be not guilty." 

The judge refused to give this request, but charged the jury, "It is 
recognized by the legislators and is a matter of common knowledge that 
many of the wholesalers that are doing business in Michigan are not 
residents of this State, so the legislature saw fit to make a law where a 
man solicited the sale of pure jellies, took an order for the sale of pure 
jellies, and in response to that order and offer, a different class of goods 
was furnished, that the party should be guilty of violating this particu 
lar law. In other words, instead of that order or offer and the furnish- 
ing of goods delivered to the party by a party who might be a non- 
resident of the State, that it should 'relate to the man who actually made 
the offer, the man who actually took the order for the furnishing of this 
particular article. The people claim that this is the matter in which this 
defendant here is liable." 

This statement of the law is sought to be justified by People v. Snow- 
berger, 113 Mich. 86, and People v. Grocer Co., 118 Mich. 604, 71 N. W. 
497, 67 Am. St. Rep. 449, 77 N. W. 315. A reference to these cases will 
show that the respondent in each of them admitted making the sale of 
the goods. In this case the respondent denies that he sold any goods 
coming within the provisions of the statute. Giving the only interpreta- 
tion to the testimony as it appears in the record which can be fairly given 
to it shows Mr. Towle was solicited to give an order for pure fruit jelly. 
He gave such an order. It was reduced to writing and in the writing 
the jelly was described as pure fruit jelly. As before stated the only con- 
nection of the respondent with the transaction as shown by the record is 
the taking of an order for an article not within the terms of the statute 
and forwarding it. This does not constitute an offense. It might as 
well be urged that if a traveling salesman takes an order for Michigan 
beet sugar and forwards a written order for such sugar, and if the 
house, instead of filling the order as written, sends glucose with a label 
upon the package containing it calling it Michigan beet sugar the sales- 
man would be guilty of an offense. This we do not understand to be the 
law. Upon the case as made the circuit judge should have directed 
a verdict of not guilty. People v. Howard, 50 Mich. 242, 15 N. W., 101 . 

The verdict is set aside and a new trial ordered. 

Long, J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 
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THB PEOPLE v. MORSE. 

(Opinion filed June 3, 1902.) 

Pure Food Law— Sales by Agents — Criminal Responsibility for Acts of Principal. 

1. A traveling salesman who in good faith takes an order for "pure pepper/' 

which is filled by his principal with impure pepper. Is not guilty of a yi(^a- 
tion of Public Acts 1895, No. 193, forbidding the sale of impure foode. 

2. Public Acts 1895» No. 193 (Pure Food Laws) Sec 17, providing that the tak- 

ing of an order for future delivery of any of the articles covered by the 
''act shall be deemed a sale, within the meaning of the act,*' does not make 
an agent absoltitely responsible for the acts of h)s principal tn filling the 
orders taken by such agent, and an order by the agent whi(^ is filled by 
the principal as an entirety may be, under the act, a sale of impure food, 
as to the principal, and yet not such as to the agent. 

Error to circuit court, Muskegon county ; Pred 3. Russell, judge. 

John W. Morse was convicted of a violation of the pure food law, and 
he brings error. Reversed. 

Underwood & Umlor, for appellant. 

Chas. B. Cross, Prosecuting Attorney, and George S. Lovelace, Assist- 
ant Prosecuting Attorney, for the people. 

Hooker, J.: The brief filed on behalf of the people states that the 
case is similar to that of The People v. Skillman, 8 Detroit L^al News, 
1090, 89 N. W. 330, and in effect concedes that the case must be reversed 
if we adhere to our former decision. 

The defendant took an order for some pepper, as and for pure pepper, 
to be shipped to a dealer in Muskegon, by defendant's principal, a 
wholesaler in Chicago. The pepper when sent was not pure. 

It is insisted that the Skillman case is at variance with the weight of 
authority elsewhere, and contrary to our own cases, in which it is said 
that we have held that a guilty intent on the part of a vendor, is not 
essential to an offense, under the pure food law (Public Acts 1895, No. 
193) . It is further said that in the decision in the Skillman case, section 
seventeen of the act must have been overlooked or considered uncon- 
stitutional. 

The transaction in which the order was taken did not involve an 
immediate delivery of pepper, then and there present. It is not shown 
that the sample, if there was one, was the same as the pepper subse 
quently sent, or that it was in the least impure. If it be conceded that 
the agent acted in good faith, and we understand that it is not ques- 
tioned, he took an order for pure goods, and in doing that certainly 
committed no offense. It is now urged that the exigencies of the enforce- 
ment of this law are such that we should hold that this innocent and law- 
ful action, may be made a crime by the subsequent act of the principal, 
either intentional or inadvertent, in departing from, instead of perform- 
ing the contract which his agent had innocentlv made. We think this 
is not so, and we are also of the opinion that this does not necessarily 
do violence to section seventeen. This transaction, as an entirety maV 
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hare been a sale of impure pepper under the statute as to the principal, 
Imd not as to the agent, tf the order had been taken, with knowledge 
on the part of the agent of a practice to send impure pepper on such or- 
ders, a different question would be presented. 

The judgment is reversed and a new trial ordered. 

Long, i.y did not sit. The other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE V. ROTTER. 

(Opinfon filed JTune 24, 1902.) 

Food — Oleomargarine Act — Constitutional Law — Statutes — Title — Object. 

1. Public Acts 1901, No. 22; entitled "An act to prevent deception in the manu- 

facture and sale of imitation butter/' which In addition to forbidding sale 
of Imitation butter, prohibits sales of colored oleomargarine, is not, on 
that account, open to the objection that the object is not expressed in the 
titte, as required by Const. Art. 4, Sec. 20. 

2. The act is not in contrayentton of the fourteenth amendment of the federal 

constitution. 

3. The act is a valid etercisle of the police power. 

Ettor to circuit court, Emmet county ; iPrank Shepai'd, judge. 

George W. Jlotter ^as convicted of selling colored oleomargarine, and 
brings en^or. Affirmed. 

Smedley & Corwin, Sears, Meagher & Whitney (James P. Meagher and 
feay Wood, of counsel ) , for appellant. 

Horace M. Oren, Attorney General, and Matthew P. Guinon, Prosecut 
ing Attorney, for the people. 

Hooker, C. J. : At its last session, the legislature passed an act under 
the title "an act to prevent deception in the manufacture and sale of 
imitation butter." Public Acts 1901, No. 22. 

Section 1 of said act provides that : 

"No person by himself or his agents or servants, shall render or manufacture, 
sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in his possession with intent to sell, 
any article, product or compound made wholly or in part out of any fat, oil or 
oleaginous substance or compound thereof, not produced from unadulterated milk 
or cream from the same, which shall be in imitation of yellow butter produced 
from pure unadulterated milk or* cream of the same: Provided, That nothing in 
this act shall be construed to prohibit the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine 
in a separate and distinct form, and in such manner as will advise the consumer 
of its real character, free from coloration or ingredient that causes it to look 
like butter." 

Section 2 prescribes a penalty for the violation of the act. 
The defendant was a grocer in Emmet county, and is shown to have 
sold a package of oleomargarine, which by an analysis was proven to 
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have contained artificial coloring matter, and that said oleomaiigarine 
was not made wholly from unadulterated milk or cream from the same, 
and that it was made in imitation of yellow butter, produced from un- 
du^terated milk or cream from the same. The court was asked to direct 
a verdict of not guilty upon the grounds: 

1st. That the object of the act was not expressed in the title, as re- 
quired by section 20 of article 4 of the constitution of this State; 

2d. That the act violates the fourteenth amendment of the constitu- 
tion of the United States, and article 6, section 32, of the constitution of 
this State; 

3d. That it was not within the police power of the State. 

The evidence conclusively shows that no deception was used in selling 
the oleomargarine, and there is nothing to indicate that there was any 
harmful ingredient therein, but that on the contrary there was not such 
ingredient. The defendant was convicted, and the case is here on ex- 
ceptions before sentence. 

It is contended that the title to the act indicates that the act was 
designed to prevent deception in the manufacure and sale of imiation 
butter, while the act attempts to go further and prevent all sales of such 
colored oleomargarine. 

If oleomargarine colored yellow, closely resembles yellow butter, made 
from milk or cream, it cannot reasonably be said not to resemble or 
imitate yellow butter. Butter is a well known commodity. From time 
immemorial it has had but one origin, viz. : from the churning of milk or 
cream. Whatever may be said of the possibility of making a product 
from other compounds than milk or cream that shall closely resemble 
or be chemically identical with butter, the world has but one under- 
standing of what is meant by the word ^'butter," and we must assume 
that such is the sense in which our legislature used the term. Compiled 
liaws. Sec. 50, Sub. 1. 

A fair inference from this statute is that the legislature undertook to 
prevent deception, by preventing the sale of any yellow oleomargarine, 
and it undertook to accomplish this by the most effective means, viz. : by 
prohibiting the coloring of oleomargarine yellow, thereby avoiding the 
embarrassment which would otherwise arise from the necessity of prov- 
ing in each case, that deceit was used in selling it, as and for butter. We 
think this is fairly within the title, whatever must be said of the other 
points raised. We are referred to the case of N. W. Mfg. Co. v. Cham- 
bers, 58 Mich. 381, 25 N. W. 372, 55 Am. Rep. 693, as conclusive upon 
this question, in which case it is said that "all that could be done under 
such a title would be to prohibit and prevent sale of such articles under 
false pretenses." We are of the opinion that this language is too re- 
strictive, and that it is at variance with the settled doctrine in this State, 
that any provision, naturally calculated to accomplish the object ex- 
pressed in the title may be included in the act. 

See: 

Soukup V. Van Dyke, 109 Mich., 681. 
People V. Worden Grocer Co., 118 Mich., 607. 

The case cited was rightly disposed of upon another ground, and it 
is possible that the language above quoted should be considered a dictum. 
Moreover the cases are distinguishable for whereas, that act attempteil 
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to prevent all sales of imitation butter, and was therefore perhaps in- 
consistent with' the title, which apparently contemplated lawful sales, the 
statute under consideration in the present case, does not prohibit sales 
of Qleomargarine, which is hot tainted with the prohibited ingredients. 

It is unnecessary to discuss the other jwints at length for the reason 
that the uniform trend of judicial opinion is that such laws are valid. 

State V. Meyers, 42 W. Va. 825; 35 L. R. A. 844. 

New Hampshire v. Marshall, I. L. R, A. 51. 

Powell V. Penna, 127 U. S. 678. 

People V. Armberg, 105 N. Y. 113. 

Butler v. Chambers, 36 Minn. 69. 

People V. Worden Grocer Co., 118 Mich. 604. 

People V. Armsberg, 105 N. Y. 123. 

State V. Crescent Creamery Co., 86 N. W. 107. 

State V. Ball, 46 Atl. Rep. 50. 

Commonwealth v. Van Dyke, 13 Pa, Sup. Ct. Rep. 484. 

Commonwealth v. McCann, 14 Pa. Sup. Ct. Rep. 221. 

Armour Packing Co. v. Snyder, 84 Fed. Rep. 136. 

Cap. City Dairy Co. v. State, 22 Sup. Ct. Rep. 120. 

Wright V. State. 41 Atl. Rep. 795. 

We are of the opinion that the legislature had the power to pass this 
law, and its wisdom of policy is not for our consideration. 

The judgement is affirmed and the court directed to sentence the de- 
fendant. 

Long, J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE V. PHILLIPS. 

(Opinion filed Sept. 17, 1902.) 

Food Adulteration — Statutes — Oleomargarine — ^Yellow Butter. 



1. The phrase "yellow butter," is used in Act No. 22, Acts 1901, making it an 
offense to sell or offer for sale oleomargarine colored in imitation of 
''yellow butter" made from pure milk or cream, of the same, means any 
butter produced from pure milk or cream thereof having a "perceptible 
shade" of yellow. 

Error to circuit court, Kalamazoo county; John W. Adams, Judge. 

John W. Phillips was convicted of selling oleomargarine, in violation 
of Act No. 22, Acts 1901, and he brings error. Affirmed. 

Prank E. Knappen and E. M. Irish, for appellant. 

Sheridan F. Master, Prosecuting Attorney, and Dallas Boudeman, for 
the people. 

Moore, J.: The respondent was con\icted of having on hand with 
iptent to sell, and offering for sale oleomargarine, colored in imitation 
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of yellow butter, contrary to the provisious of Act No. 22 of the l^sla- 
ture, passed at the session of 1901. 

It is claimed by respondent this law is unconstitutional and is an in- 
valid law. That question was decided in the- very recent case of People 
Y. Rotter, against the contention of re8ix>ndent, and need not be dis- 
cussed here. It is urged as a matter of defense, and we quote from the 
brief of counsel, "that the statute is only aimed against the imitation 
of a substance which the legislature recognize as yellow butter, and 

1. The court should take judicial notice that all butter ^ith a trace 
of yellow in it is not the yellow butter of comnverce. 

2. That if this is not true as a proposition of judicial notice, and the 
court cannot know it, then the respondent should have been allowed to 
prove, if he could, that there was such a usage of commerce. 

3. That the statute is vague and indeflnite in not defining the elements 
of the statutory crime it attempts to carve out of an act innocent per se, 
in that it gives no standard for determining what the color of yellow 
butter is that is not to be imitated." 

The trial judge charged the jury upon that branch of the case as fol- 
lows : 

"It is not necessary in this case for the people to have proved that the re- 
spondent himself colored the oleomargarine if you find beyond a reasonably doubt 
that it was colored. The offense is just as complete, so far as this is concerned, 
if the respondent purchased oleomargarine colored, as above indicated. The 
offense as above stated consists of having the oleomar$;arine colored as before 
Indicated, in his pq^se88ion, with intent to sell the same, or in exposing it for 
sale; and if the respondent sold it in the same condition as he bought it, there 
would be no defense in this case. The respondent, gentlemen of the jury, is not 
charged in this information with selling this article; and if you find beyond a 
reasonable doubt he sold it as claimed by the people in the testimony offered, 
you may consider this fact on the question of whether respondent had or did 
not have the article in his possession for the purpose of seUing it And you 
must not consider it for any other purpose. If you find beyond a reasonable 
doubt that respondent did sell the article mentioned in the information to the 
parties claimed by the people, that would satisfy the statute upon the question 
of intent to sell. It is not necessary in this case to entitle the people to a con- 
viction, that the oleomargarine should have been colored to represent any par- 
ticular kind of yellow butter. That is, such yellow butter as the statute men- 
tions, and as I have indicated to you in the statute mentions. If the coloring was 
put into it, and by using such coloring the oleomargarine was in imitation of 
light yellow butter, such as the statute mentions, that is, yellow butter produced 
from pure, unadulterated milk or cream from the same, the offense is committed 
just the same, as if it had been colored to represent darker yellow butter. If 
you find it to have been oleomargarine and was colored in such a manner as 
to be in imitation of any kind of yellow butter, that would satisfy the statute 
upon the requirement of the question of color. Yellow butter I define to be any 
butter produced from pure, unadulterated milk or cream of the same having a 
yellow color. 

**It is necessary in order for the jury to convict the respondent, for you to find 
beyond all reasonable doubt that the article in the package sold was colored in 
imitation of yellow butter produced from pure, unadulterated milk or cream of 
the same. If you find beyond a reasonable doubt under the testimony in this 
case that there was some coloring matter in this article, still if you find that 
there was not enough coloring matter in this article to cause it to look like 
yellow buter having a perceptible shade of yellow, said butter having been pro- 
duced from unadulterated milk or cream from the same, then you must acquit 
But if you find beyond a reasonable doubt there was coloring matter in said 
article and sufficient coloring matter in said article and sufficient coloring matter 
therein to make it look like yellow butter, having any perceptible shade of yellow, 
said butter having been made from unadulterated milk or cream from the same, 
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that would be gufflcient ao far as the requirement of the statute upon the question 
of coloration is concerned." 

We think this was a proper construction of the language used in the 
statute. 

The conviction is affirmed and the case i-enianded for further pro- 
ceedings. 

Long, J., did not sit. Tlie other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE y. JENNINGS. 

(Opinion filed AprU 7, 1903.) 

Adulteration of Food—Omission of Ingredients — Coloring Matter — Remarks of 

Court. 

1. There not having been incorporated in the pure food law of 1895 (Public 

Acts of 1895, p. 358, No. 193), any specific formula for the manufacture of 
lemon extract, it is proper to resort to the United States Pharmacopoeia 
formula to determine of what lemon extract consists. 

2. The pure food law of 1895 (Public Acts 1895, p. 358, No. 193), is not intended 

to prevent manufacturers of articles of food from improving the same, so 
long as no infringement of the law or spirit of the act defining adultera- 
tion takes place. 

3. The provisions of Comp. Laws, Sec. 5012, that an article shall be deemed 

adulterated, ^'second, if any inferior or cheaper substance or substances have 
been substituted wholly or in part for it; third, if any valuable or neces- 
sary constituent or ingredient has been wholly or in part abstracted from it" 
— should be read together, and the provision first recited construed as pro- 
hibiting the substitution for an essential ingredient of any cheaper or 
inferior substances. 

4. Comp. Laws, Sec. 5012, declaring that an article shall be deemed adulterated, 

"sixth, if it colored « « • whereby damage or inferiority is con- 
cealed, or if by any means it is made to appear better or of greater value 
than it really is," does not preclude the use of coloring matter not in- 
jurious to health in any way. 

5. It is improper for the court to refer to expert testimony as ''bought.en testi- 

mony." 

Exceptions from circuit court, Muskegon county; Fred J. Russell, 
judge. 

Charles W. Jennings was convicted of violating the pure food law, 
and brings exceptions. Reversed. 

Charles A. Blair, Attorney General and Charles B. Cross, Prosecuting 
Attorney, (Cross, Lovelace and Ross, of counsel), for the people. 

Knappen, Kleinshans & Knappen and L. X. Keating, for defendant. 

Montgomery, J. This is a prosecution under the Pure Food Law, 
so called. The defendant was convicted under an information charging 
Mm with selling a compound as a lemon extract which was adulterated 
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within the meaning of Act No. 193, P. A. 1895, and was a componnd in 
imitation of extract of lemon. The respondent was convicted and tonngs 
the case up on exceptions before sentence. 

The e\idence on the trial introduced by the defendant tended to 
show that lemon oil contains from three to ten per c«it citral, so 
called, and upwards of ninety per cent of so called turpenes ; that these 
turpenes represent the oil propriety ; that they are in reality the oil it- 
self freed from the citral ; that citral is the principal flavoring and odor- 
bearing property of lemon oil ; that the tendency of turpenes in the oil 
of lemon is to deteriorate or become rancid by long standing, and that 
because of this the extract of spirits of lemon in which turpenes appear 
in usual quantities become turpentiney, both in smell and taste, and that 
for this reason it is undesirable to have turpenes present 5 that the 
turpenses have a biting taste, easily developing a turpentine taste, not 
the flavor of the lemon fruit. There was also testimony tending to show 
that this fact created a demand for turpeneless oils and that turpeneless 
lemon oils had been manufactured and sold commercially for a consider- 
able time. . i. 4» +1, 

On the part of the prosecution the testimony of the chemist of tne 
Pure Food Department was to the effect that taking as a standard of 
extract of lemon the spirits of lemon as defined by the United States 
Pharmacopoeia formula that the extract produced by the respondent 
showed no lemon oil present. It further appears that spirits of lemon 
made according to the pharmacopoeia formula would contain from 
35-100 to 35-100 of one per cent of citral. It also appeared that 30 per 
cent of alcohol appeared in the product made by respondent, and that 
according to the pharmacopoeia formula 80 per cent was used, and that 
it cost less to make the extract using but 30 per cent of alcohol than 
if 80 per cent was used. It was also shown that a trace of coal tar dye 
was found in the extract made by respondent, but it was conceded that 
there was nothing whatever injurious in the extract as prepared by Mr. 
Jennings. The extract sold by respondent was made by what is known 
as the shaking out process, the purpose being to make an extract that 
contains no oil and as little alcohol as possible, a product that simply 
contains the flavoring properties of the lemon oil without the turpenes. 
This system has been employed by. Mr. Jennings and by other manufac!- 
turers for the past three years; and it is claimed that all the elements 
and properties of lemon oil remained except the turpenes, and the testi- 
mony tended to show that the complete flavoring qualities are extracted 
. by this process. 

The circuit judge charged the jury as follows: 

"In 1895 the Legislature of this State thought it wise to pass a law relative 
to the adulteration of food and food products. Perhaps there may have been 
some amendments since that time, but that was the foundation of the law. That 
law covers lemon extract as it covers all other products that are sold on the 
market. It seems at the time the law was passed and since that time there 
hasn't been — there isn't incorporated within that law any special formula for 
the manufacture of lemon extract. Now, we can hardly say, gentlemen of the 
jury, that at the time qf the passage of that law that the legislature didn't have 
some recognized and defined standard by which these essences or extracts should 
be governed or controlled. I think it could be hardly fair to the legislature to 
claim that there wasn't a standard they had in their mind at that time, and 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 193 

for the purposes of this case I will Instruct you gentlemen, that at that time 
and at this time this standard that appears here in the United States Pharma- 
copoeia is the standard recognized by the legislators of this State and the one 
to which — the one 'that is in force so far as it applies to the Pure Food Law 
of this State with reference to that particular product. And If this lemon extract 
is manufactured in conflict with that formula as I shall hereafter call your 
attention to it, and you should find from the evidence, why it would be your duty 
to convict the defendant here. 

"By that formula it appears that it is necessary to have five per cent of lemon 
oil in the lemon extract and that lemon oil shall be cut by a sufficient quantity 
of alcohol to perform that act. Of course, you know that that means in common 
parlance it should dissolve the oil. In addition to that, as the evidence tends 
to show in this case, after those things are put together, the fluid, whatever it 
might be^ would be nearly the color of water. As coloring there may ^ be or 
should be five per cent of lemon rind, and those ingredients when added toerether 
would be lemon extract, and that, gentlemen, will be the standard as applied to 
the Pure Food Law of this State. Now gentlemen, I don't mean by that state- 
ment tliat lemon extract cannot be manufactured by any other process except by 
that to which I have called your attention. I don't mean that. It is the claim 
of the defendant here thset he has discovered a process by which he can manu- 
facture lemon extract containing all of the qualities that lemon extract manu- 
factured according to that formula would possess and not have entirely all of the 
ingredients in the first instance that are provided in the formula. And as I 
view this case, gentlemen, that is one of the important propositions in connec- 
tion with this case — that, and the question of coloring — in the judgment of the 
court is the case, and that all of the testimony in the case here revolves itself 
about those two propositions. 

**It is the claim of the defendant, as I say, he has discovered a process by which 
he can produce in this lemon extract all the qualities that would be produced by 
adding alcohol and lemon oil together, and that manufacturing it by that means 
he produced it chemically by taking a larger quantity of lemon oil and extract- 
ing certain parts of it. Now. gentlemen, if you find and are satisfied by the 
evidence in this case that after this lemon extract was manufactured as d%- 
fendant here claims he did manufacture it possesses all the qualities in strength 
and otherwise that it would possess if manufactured according to this formula, 
he is not guilty under this law. That is, he is not guilty of manufacturing an 
impure article, unless there are certain other articles that enter into the case 
to which I call your attention. As I say, in the first instance, it is claimed that 
according to the formula it should be alcohol and five per cent of lemon oil. 
Now if by some other process he can manufacture from the lemon oil and alcohol 
a product that would contain all of the elements that these two elements would 
contain if so mixed, he would not be guilty so far that would be lemon extract 
except the color of it 

"It Is conceded here by all parties in interest, I think, that the only object 
of the lemon peel is to produce coloring. But there is another element to which 
the prosecuting attorney has called our attention. The evidence tends to show, 
gentlemen, that if this product is produced as claimed here on the part of the 
defendant, that after production by this process that the product would be nearly 
white. As I say, if it contained all of the elements of lemon extract, I don't 
think he would be guilty under this law, and if you are so satisfied, of course, 
at that point it would be your duty to find a verdict of not guilty unless there is 
some other matter in which he has violated this law. 

"There is another provision of this Pure Food Law that provides that ingredi- 
ents shall not be colored. In this case it appears that after this fluid substance 
is produced which he claims is just the same as produced under this formula, 
that he desires to change it to a lemon color. In other words, he puts in an 
ingredient which he claims would ' produce the same effect as this lemon rind. 
What is the object, gentlemen, or what was the object of Mr. Jennings adding 
this color? If the object was by any means to make it appear better or of 
greater value than it really is; if that was the object in adding that product of 
course it is your duty without any question to find this defendant guilty, because 
he hadn't any right to add that kind of a product or any other kind of a produce 
to this fluid which he had produced and sell it for lemon extract, because that 
is a direct violation of one of the provisions of this Pure Food Law.", 

2o 
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We think this charge presents fairly three questions for consideration : 
First, whether the pharmacopoeia formula is to be considered as de- 
fining lemon extract; second, if so, whether an omission of ingredients not 
essential to its purpose as a food pi-oduct is a violation of the statute; 
third, whether the instruction relative to the addition of coloring mat- 
ter should be sustained. 

The statute defining what shall be deemed adulteration, so far as it 
relates to this case, declares that an article shall be deemed adulterated 
when : ^'First, if any substance or sul)stances have been mixed with it, 
so as to lower or depreciate or injuriously affect its quality, strength or 
purity; second, if any inferior or cheai)er substance or substances have 
been substituted wholly or in part for it; third, if any valuable or neces- 
sary constituent or iugi-edient has been wholly or in part abstracted from 
it; fourth, if it is in imitati<m of, or is sold under the name of another 
article; ♦ ♦ • sixth, if it is colored, coated, }X)lished or powdered 
whereby damage or inferiority is concealed, or -if by any means it is 
made to apjx^ir better or of greater value than it really is; seventh, if it 
contains any added substance or ingredient which is poisonous or in- 
jurious to heiUth." Compiled Laws, Sec. 5012. 

We are .igrecd with the circuit judge that in I'c^femng to ai-ticles of 
food and to protect the users thereof the legislature must have had in 
view some standard, and as lemon essence or lemon extract had therefore 
acquired a well-defined meaning we incline to the view that it is proper 
to resort to the pharmacoiKx^ia formula for the i)urjx)se of determining 
what lemon extract consists of. Does it follow from this that the legis- 
lature intended to prohibit improvement in the manufactui-e of lemon ex- 
ft*act? If a means should be discovered by which a lai^er i)ercentage of 
the flavoring quantity of the lemon might be extracted would it be an in- 
fraction of this law that the manufactui*er should use such larger pro- 
portion of the essential ingredient of the lemon extract? We think not. 
We think it is open to manufacturers to improve a common article of 
food so long as no infringement of the law or spirit of the act defining 
what shall be deemed adulteration takes place. According to the proofs 
offered by the defendant it is very clear in the pivsent case no sub- 
stance or substances have l)een mixe<l with this extract so as to lower 
or depreciate or injuriously affe<'t its quality, strength or purity. 

As to the second condition which amounts to adulteration the case is 
not so clear. This provides that if any inferior or cheai>er substance oi" 
substances have been substituted wholly or in part for it, that it shall 
amount to adulteration. We think, however, this provision should be 
read in connection with the succeeding one, to-wit : '*If any valuable jr 
necessary constituent or ingivdient has been wholly or in part ab- 
sli-acted from it." So construed the provision prohibiting the substitu- 
tion of any inferior or cheaper substance, wholly or in part, for it means 
the substitution for an essential ingredient of such cheaper or inferior 
substance. Now if it be a fact, as the testimony on the part of the 
resj>ondent tends to show, that it is a jx^sitive advantage to exclude the 
tur]iene wholly from the extract and to lessen the quantity of alcohol 
used, then the essential ingi-edients of lemon extract have not had sub- 
stituted for them anything inferior or clieajRH*. We ai'e awai-e that this 
view of the law may make it more difTicult to establish the individual 
case, hut as the statute is a ])enal statute it should receive a strict con- 
struction. 
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It follows from the views above expressed that the iDstruction of the 
learned circuit judge was eiToneous inasmuch as the jury were told in 
effect that if any ingredient of lemon essence as defined by the phar- 
macopoeia was wanting in this extr;ict sold by the respondent that there 
should be a conviction. We think the instruction should have been that 
if the lemon extract sold by respondent contained all the ingredients 
and in quantities such as prescribed by the pharmacopoeia which are 
adapted to use as food, and that nothing was eliminated except such 
ingredients as could be dispensed with without injury to the product as 
a food product there was no violation of the statute. 

The only other provision of the statute involved is the sixth, which in 
effect prohibits coloring the articles product! whereby damage or in- 
feriority is concealed. The instruction upon this branch of the law was 
also erroneous if we are correct in our view of the main question. Tho 
elimination of non-essential ingredients from the extract certainly does 
not show damage or inferiority, and as the conceded facts are that the 
coloring matter employed was not injurious to health in any way this 
provision has no application. 

The other questions discussed do not require special mention. It 
may be noted in passing that the circuit judge in refennng to the testi- 
mony of expert witnesses sjwke of it as boughten testimony. We think 
this expression was unfortunate. While it is proper for the jury to take 
into account the fact that expert witnesses are employed at an extrit 
compensation paid them, the implication that the extra compensation 
necessarily amounts to a i)urchase of their testimony is hardly war- 
ranted; while the jurv^ may consider this fact as bearing on their credi 
bility, it is not proper that the court should intimate an opinion of that 
character. 

The judgment should be reversed, and a new trial ordered. 

The other justices concurred. 



BENNETT v. CARR. 
(Opinion filed July 14, 1903.) 

Pure Pood I^w. Act 22. P. A.. 1901, Construed — Sale of Yellow Oleomargarine. 

Act No. 22 of the Public Acts of 1901 prohibiting the sale of oleomarcarine 
except where it is "free from coloration or ingredient that causes it to look like 
butter," does not prohibit the sale of oleomargarine whose color is natural, 
genuine, and not an imitation, and the ingredients themselves naturally produce 
the color. 

The term 'ingredient," used in Act 22, Public Acts of 1901, does not refer to 
the ingredients essential to produce the article as defined by the legislature, 
but to an ingredient used to produce color. 

* 

Certiorari to the Circuit Court for Muske^^on county, Fred J. Russell, 
judge, to review an order denyinpf the petition of John R. Bennett for 
mandamus to compel John M. Garr to issue a trarrant. Order aflBrmed. 

Charles A. Blair. Attorney General, and Cross, Lovelace and Ross, for 
relator and appellant. 
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Smith, Nims, Hoyt and Erwin for defendant and appellee. 

Grant,-J. : Relator is the ins])ector of the State Food ahd Dairy De- 
partment. On the 24th day of February, 1903, he made complaint before 
the defendant, a justice of the peace of the county of Muskegon, charging 
one Martin Aamondt with having sold one pound of oleomargarine con- 
trary to Act No. 22 of the Public Acts of 1901. The respondent 
refused to entertain the complaint and issue warrant, on the ground 
that the complaint stated no offense under the provisions of said act, and 
that said act is unconstitutional and void. Relator thereupon applied to 
the circuit court for the county of Muskegon for the tf?rit of mandamus 
to compel the ivspondent ^o issue said warrant, and proceed with the 
examination. The circuit court sustained the action of the respondent, 
and the case is now before us for review upon ce7i;ioraru 

The statute in question reads as follows: 

''Section 1. No person, by himself or his agents ,or servants, shall render or 
manufacture, sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in his possession with 
intent to sell, any article, product or compound made wholly or in part out of 
any fat, oil, or oleaginous substance or compound thereof, not produced from 
unadulterated milk or cream from the same, which shall be in imitation of yellow 
butter produced from pure unadulterated milk or cream of the same: Provided, 
That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit the manufacture or sale 
of oleomargarine in a separate and distinct form, and in such manner as will 
advise the consumer of its real character, free from coloration or ingredient that 
causes it to look like butter." The complaint charges Mr. Aamondt with un- 
lawfully selling one pound of oleomargarine "made wholly or in part of fat^ 
oil or 'oleaginous substance or compound thereof, as follows, to wit: 

Water - 11 . 75 per cent. 

Butter fat 1 . 34 per cent. 

Beef fat, lard and cottonseed oil 79 . 24 per cent. 

Salt and other mineral matter 4.54 per cent. 

Curd X 3 . 13 per cent. 

Said article, product or compound not being then and there butter 
produced from unadulterated milk or cream from the same, and being 
then and there in imitation of yellow butter produced from unadulter- 
ated milk or cream from the same, and not being then and there oleo- 
margarine in a separate and distinct form and in such manner as would 
advise the consumer of its real character, free from coloration or in- 
gredient that would cause it to look like butter, but that the said oleo- 
margarine was then and there of a yellow color in imitation of butter^ 
said color not being then and there produced by the addition if any 
artificial coloring matter, but said color being produced solely by the 
said ingredients therein contained, the said ingredients hereinbefore 
set forth having been selected and used in the mtinufacture of said oleo- 
margarine in such manner and in such quantities and proportion as to 
produce the oleomargarine that was then and there in imitation of yel- 
low butter produce<l from adulterated milk or cream from the same, 
contrary to the form of the statute," etc. 

The oleomargarine so purchased was manufactured in the city of 
Chicago, State of Illinois, by one Moxley, a resident of said city, and 
was sold by said Moxley to said Aamondt in the usual course of trade 
and by said Aamondt was sold in the usual course of retail trade, in 
the same form and condition, and in the original package, in which it 
was received by Aamondt from Moxley. 
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It is conceded that this oleomargarine has a yellow color similar to 
butter, but the color is not produced by any artificial coloring substance 
or ingredient used for the purpose of coloration, but is produced solely 
by the selection and use, in proper proportions, of the substantial, 
recognized, legal and necessary ingredients of commercial oleo- 
margarine. 

Does the complaint state an offense covered by the statute? The 
answer depends upon the construction to be given to the statute. The 
relator contends that the statute covers all products which look like yel- 
low butter, and that it is immaterial whether such color is produced by 
some ingredient introduced for the purpose of causing the product to 
look like butter, or whether such color is produced by authorized and 
legal constituent food ingredients. The respondent contends that the 
statute is aimed only at the use of ingredients used solely for the pur- 
pose of producing the yellow color, and does not prevent the manu- 
facture of an article whose color is natural, genuine and not an imita- 
tion. Penal statutes must be construed strictly and cannot be extendeii 
by construction beyond the intent of the act as expressed on its face. 
The conditions existing at the time the statute was enacted, and the mis- 
chief to be remedied, are important factors in construing penal statutes. 
Two acts covering the same subject must be construed as in pari materia, 
and, if possible, effect given to both. These are elementary rules of con- 
struction. At the time the statute in question was enacted the only 
method in use in causing oleomargarine to look like yellow butter was 
the introduction of some extraneous coloring matter. This was the mis- 
chief to be remedied. We clearly so understood in People v. Rotter, 9 
D. L. N, 284 ; 91 N, W, Rep. 167, where, speaking through Chief Justice 
Hooker, we said of this statute: "The statute under consideration 
* * * does not prohibit sales of oleomargarine which is not tainted 
with the prohibited ingredient." 

See also People v, Phillips, 9 Id. 393; 91 N, W. Rep, 616, 
The legislature has defined oleomargarine which may be manufactured 
and sold in this State. Sec. 6, Act iS^o. 147, Public Acts of 1899. It is 
conceded that the respondent has complied with this act. If we give the 
enlarged construction to the statute now in question, as urged by the 
relator, it follows that tlie legislature has prohibited the manufacture 
and sale of a valuable article of food, the natural color of which resembles 
yellow butter (itself almost universally colored by extraneous matter). 
The manufacture of such a product, if he sold it at all, would be com- 
pelled to introduce some coloring matter so as to make it look unlike the 
yellow butter of commerce. These two statutes must be construed to- 
gether. The article sold by the respondent is clearly authorized by the 
first act. The latter act does not in terms prohibit its sale and manufac- 
ture. It does prohibit the use of any substance for the sole purpose of 
producing yellow color. The use of such coloring matter was the sole 
mischief then known to exist, and the only danger to be apprehended 
and guarded against. 

A similar statute was passed in New Jersey, and the like contention 
was made to support a conviction, and the court said: "To construe 
the statute so broadly would render it practically prohibitive of the 
sale of all oleomargarine; for, of course, the compound must derive color 
from its ingredients, and such a prohibition has manifestly not been de- 
clared." 
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Ammon v. Newton, 14 At Rep. 610; 50 N. J. 548. 

McCan v. Commonwealth, 48 At. Rep. 470; 198 P. A. St. 509. 

Our statute is copied verbatim from that of Massachusetts. The Su- 
preme Court of that State, in a case just decided, has held that the 
statute applies only to extraneous substances or ingredients which cause 
the product to look like butter, and not to cases where the ingredients 
themselves naturally produce the color. 

Commonwealth v. Himberg, . 



The Supreme Court of the United States so held in regard to the same 
statute. 

Plumley v. Commonwealth, 155 U. S. 461. 

The term "ingredient," used in the statute, does not refer to the in- 
gredients essential to produce the article as defined by the l^slature, 
but to an ingredient used to produce color. The maxim 7to8citur a sociis 
applies. 

Under this disposition of the case it becomes unnecessary to discuss 
any constitutional question. 

The offer is affirmed. 

The other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE V. HARRIS. 

(Opinion filed December 1, 1903.) 

Food — Corn Syrups — Glucose. 

1. Public Acts 1903, No. 123 forbids the sale of cane syrup or beet syrup mixed 
with glucose unless the package containing the same be distinctly branded 
''Glucose Mixture." or "Corn Syrup," with the nam^ and percentage of each 
ingredient contained therein plainly stamped thereon. Held, That a sale 
of syrup made of 90 per cent pure corn syrup and 10 per cent cane s^rup, 
labeled ''Victor Corn Syrup," and truthfully stating the ingredients com- 
posing it. is not in violation of the statute, in that it is not branded *'Glu- 
cose, 90 per cent, and cane syrup 10 per cent." 

Exceptions from circuit court, Kent county; Willis B. Perkins, Judge. 

Benjamin ft. Hari'is was convicted of violating the "Act in relation 
to the sale of corn syrup'' and brings exceptions. Reversed. 

Res|)ondeiit was i>rosccuted and convicted for a violation of Act No. 
12a of tlie Public Acts of 1908, entitled "An act in relation to the sale 
of corn syrup," and reading as follows: 

"S«c. 1. No person shall offer or expose for sale, have in his possession with 
intent to sell, any cane syrup, beet syrup, or glucose, unless the barrel, cask, 
keg. can, pail or package containing the same be distinctly branded or labeled 
with the true and appropriate name; nor shall any person offer or expose for 
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sale, have in his possession with intent to sell, or sell any cane syrup or beet 
syrup mixed with glucose unless the barrel, cask, keg, can, pail or package con- 
taining the same be distinctly branded or labeled 'Glucose Mixture' or 'Corn 
Syrup' in plain Gothic type not less than three-eighths of an inch square with 
the name and percentage by weight of each ingredient contained therein ^plainly 
stamped, branded or stenciled on each package in plain Gothic letters not less 
than one-quarter of an inch square. Each and every package of syrup either 
simple or mixed shall bear the name and address of the manufacturer. Such 
mixtures or syrups shall have no other designation or brand than herein re- 
quired that represents or is the name of any article which contains a saccharine 
substance; and all brands or labels required shall be an inseparable part of the 
general or distinguishing label, and that the general or distinguishing label shall 
be that principal and conspicuous sign under which it is sold. 

"Sec.. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, or neglect or 
refuse to do any of the acts or things required by this act or in any way violate 
any of the provisions, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be 
punished by a fine not less than twenty-five dollars nor more than one hundred 
dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail for a period of not less than thirty 
nor more than ninety days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the dis- 
cretion of the court.' 



tt 



The (omphiint charges liini with the un]«iwful sale of a "two-pound 
can, two pounds, of a certain article, product and compound, to-wit: 
corn syrup, so-called, made wholly or in part of cane syrup and glucose 
as follow^s, to-wit: Cane syrup ten per cent, and glucose ninety per 
cent, said can containing said article, product and compound - sold as 
aforesaid not being then and there stamped, branded or stenciled with 
the name and i>ercentage by weight of each ingredient contained therein, 
to-wit: cane syrup ten per cent, glucose ninety per cent; but said 
article, product and compound sold as aforesaid was then and there 
stamped and branded as follows, to-wit: "Cane syrup ten per cent, 
corn syrup ninety per cent," against the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided, and against the peace and dignity of the people of 
the State of Michigan." 

Kespondent moved to quash the complaint and warrant for two rea- 
sons: (1) they charged no offense; (2) the act authorizes the use of the 
words "Corn Syrup," instead of Glucose in the statement of the ingredi- 
ents placed upon the can. The motion was overruled and the case pro- 
ceeded to trial u])on the following agreed facts : 

1. The respondent sold on October 12, 11H)3, at the city of Grand 
Rapids, jMichigan, the can of Victor Com Syrup in question. 

2. The lal)el on said can of syrup sold, as stated in the complaint, 
contains the formula of contents of said can as follows: "Corn Syrup, 
ninety per cent; cane syrup, ten per cent;" and is not branded or labeled 
as the people claim it should be, "Glucose, ninety per cent ; Cane Syrup, 
ten per cent." 

3. The Victor Corn Syrup in question is in fact composed of ninety 
per cent syrup made from com, commercially called Glucose or Corn 
Syrup, and ten per cent of cane syrup. 

4. Glucose contained in the Victor Corn Syrup in question is in fact 
a pure syrup made entirely from com. 

5. Grape Sugar, commercially known as Glucose, either solid or 
liquid, is a generic name for starch sugar as distinguished from the cane 
sugar. 

6. A simple beet symp is evidently the same as the simple cane 
syrup. 
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7. Originally, Glucose, which was first made from grapes, was, for 
the reason that starch sugars are identical with the sweet principle of 
grapes, termed, for a great many years, and until lately was known 
chemically and commercially as Grape Sugar. 

8. Commercially, Glucose is now made in this country entirely from 
corn, although abroad it is still made from potatoes. 

9. The consuming ijublic does not undei-stand that Glucose is a ^rup 
made entirely from corn. On the contrary, it is claimed by the respond- 
ent that the public generally supposes Glucose to be an inferior product 
made from animal fat, or a product of tlie glue factory, while they do 
i-ecognize corn syrup as being made from corn. 

10. Glucose as made from corn and contained in Victor Corn Syrup 
in question, is entirely harmless and recognized generally by highest 
authorities as a valuable food product. 

11. Glucose made from corn, in fact, costs, at the present time, ow- 
ing partially to cost of raw material, more to produce, and sells for more 
in the markets, than manufactured cane syrup. 

The court directed a verdict of guilty. 

Orcmt, J. Does the statute require respondent or manufacturers lo 
state upon their labels that com syrup consists of ninety per cent glu- 
cose? No such statute has come under the decision of other courts. It 
is a new question, and must be determined upon general principles of 
construction. 

It is conceded that the label states the exact facts; that the article 
is made of ninety per cent pure corn syrup and ten per cent cane syrup; 
that it deceives no one; that Victor Com Syrup is a valuable and pure 
article of food, and that tlie ingredients ninety per cent com syrup "is 
entirely harmless, and recognized generally by the highest authority as 
i) valuable food product," whether it be called glucose or com syrup. 
The term "Glucose" is obnoxious to many, if not a majority, of the pub- 
lic, and is misunderstood by them. They do not know that in this 
country glucose is now made entirely from corn, and that the tenns 
glucose and com syrup are commercially synonymous. This fact is 
known to the manufacturers and perhaps the dealei's. A pi'ejudice exists 
against the term "glucose" because that material can be manufactured 
from many substances, including sawdust. In Europe it is made mainly 
of potatoes. By many it is associated with a glue factoi-y. In this 
country corn syrup and glucose are not only commercially synonymous 
terms, but it is stated by counsel for resix)ndent that they are permitted 
to be so used in all the other states. We have not verified this statement, 
but as it is not challenged we assume it to be correct. 

We have, therefore, a valuable and healthful product, made from two 
pure, valuable and healthful ingredients, advertised and placed upon 
the markets for what it really is, without any deception, fraud or chance 
to injure the public in any way. Yet the contention on behalf of the 
people is that the legislature has enacted that in putting this product 
upon the market its manufacturers and sellers must attach to it a name 
obnoxious to the public, and, in fact, calculated to deceive them. Wlien 
it is claimed that such innocent acts are made malum prohihitumy there 
T»:ust be either an express provision of the statute so declaring, or the 
language of the statute must leave no other conclusion reasonable. This 
statute does not expressly require it. 
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The argument on behalf of the people is "that glucose made from 
corn is glucose, the simple syrup mentioned in and intended to be 
mentioned in said act." The further claim is "that had there been any 
intention on the part of the legislature to lise the terms ^glucose' and 
'corn syrup' intei-changeably and as synonymous then the term *corn 
syrup' would have been enumerated as one of the simple syrups." We 
do not think this reasoning at all conclusive. Prior to the enactment 
of this statute the law prohibited th6 sale of molasses, syrup or glu- 
cose unless distinctly branded or labeled with its true and appropriate 
name, — or any mixture thereof, unless it was branded or labeled "glu 
cose mixture/' and the per cent in which glucose entered into its com- 
position. C. L., sec. 5024. The present act which repeals the provisions 
of the former act expressly permits the mixture to be labeled "glucose 
mixture," or "com syrup," and forbids mixtures or syrups to have any 
other designation than required in the act so far as such designation 
^•represents or is the name of any article which contains saccharine sub- 
stance." It is a fair presumption that the legislature, in enacting this 
law, recognized the obnoxious character of the term "glucose" among 
ihe people, and ^permitted, and intended to permit, a mixture of cora 
syrup and cane syrup to be sold under the name of *Com Syrup.' The 
title to the act provides for the sale of com syrup, and in its body pr'j- 
v^des that when cane syrup is mixed with it, the manufacturers and 
dealers shall state the proportionate ingredients. The smaller amount 
of cane syrup used does not change the character of the general product, 
any more than salt changes the character of bread, or, sugar that of cake, 
and the act permits the sale of the mixture as com syrup. Syrup, as 
defined by the United States Department of Agriculture, "is the product 
obtained by purifying and evaporating the juice of a sugar producing 
plant without removing any of the sugar." Syrup thus obtained from 
cane is cane syrup; syrup so obtained from sorghum is sorghum syrup, 
and syrup so obtained from com is com syrup. There is no reason why 
corn syrup should be labeled glucose, and until the legislature have so 
ordered in language susceptible of no other construction, the law must 
hi held not to bear that construction. 

Conviction reversed, and respondent discharged. 

Hooker, C. J., took no part in the det^sion. The other justices con- 
curred. 
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PEOPLE V. HINSHAW. 

(Opinion filed January 5, 1904.) 

Pure Food Law — Adulterated with Harmless Ingredients — Act 193, P. A. 1895, 

Construed. 

The coloration of ''Extract of Vanilla" with any substance to give it the ap- 
pearance of greater strength is a violation of the pure food law, even though 
such coloring matter is harmless. 

Act 193, P. A. 1895, as amended by Act 118 P. A. 1897, held constitutional. 

IviTor to the circuit court for Saginaw county; B. A. Snow, judge. 

Api)eal of Emory H. Hinshaw from a conviction under the pure fooi 
law. AflSrmed. 

Charles A. Blair, Attorney General, and Frank A. Rockwith, Jr., and 
C. M. Browne, for the people. 

Eugene Wilber for respondent and api^ellant. 

Respondent was prosecuted and convicted of the unlawful sale of 
"Extract of Vanilla, which was then and there adulterated within the 
meaning of act number 193 of the Public Acts of the State of Michigan 
of the year 1895, as amended by act number 118 of the Public Acts of 
1897, in this, to '^^it: That said Extract of Vanilla was colored by the 
addition of a foreign coloring matter, to wit : . coal tar dye, whereby 
its inferiority was concealed, and whereby isaid Extract of Vanilla was 
made to api>ear better and of greater value than it i-eally was." 

Two errors are assigned. — (1) that the court eiTed in instructing the 
jury; (2) that the act is unconstitutional as repugnant to the Fourteenth 
Amendment of the Constitution of the United States. 

Grant, J.: I. The instruction complained of is as follows: 

"Now before the inferiority of an article can be concealed it must be neces- 
sarily first ascertained as to whether or not there is an inferiority in the article. 
If it is an inferior article and that inferiority is concealed by reason of the 
addition of foreign substance in this vanilla, and you are satisfied from the 
proof beyond a reasonable doubt of the fact, then he would be guilty, although 
he had no knowledge as to the foreign substance being in the bottle." 

It appears that no such claim was made on behalf of respondent upon 
the trial; no request was asked covering the points now raised. The 
only objections shown by the record to have been made are, — first, tliar 
the title is not broad enough to cover the provisions in the amendment 
of 1897; second, that the legislature has no power to prohibit and pun- 
ish acts in themselves harmless; third, that the act is unconstitutional. 
Even in criminal cases it is the duty of counsel to call the attention 
of the court to the points on which an instruction is desired. People 
v. Ezzo, 104 Mich. 311. 
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We, however, are of the opinion that the infonnation charges the 
coloration to make an inferior article appear better and more valuable 
than it really was, and is sufficient and also that there was evidence to 
sustain the allegation. The State Chemist testified that the effect of the 
coal tar dye was to make the article appear of greater value than it 
really is, and that the people would think it stronger than it really was. 
It is true, his testimony was weakened by cross-examination, but not 
sufficient to take the question from the jurj% — especially in view of the 
fact that no other purpose than to make the article appear better,, is 
shown. 

II. The use of coal tar dye being hannless, counsel for respondent 
insists that the case comes within the rule of the recent case of People 
V. Jennings, 94 N. W. R. 216; 10 D. L. N. 39. That case had not been 
decided when this case was tried. No such theory was advanced ui)on 
the trial. Even if it were, we, however, think the case is clearly distin- 
guishable from People v. Jennings. The color given to lemon extract, 
which of itself is almoet colorless, is no indication whatever of the 
strength of the extract or its value. Its color is a mere whim or caprice 
of the trade, and no more indicates the character and value of the ex- 
tract than does the coloring matter, used to color buttei", indicate its 
character and value. In this case Vanilla resembles the color of the bean 
from w^hich it is produced. Its strength and value are judged to some 
extent at least, under the evidence in this case, from its color. No other 
object is apparent from the use of the coloring than to make it appear 
of a quality better than it really is. 

III. It is ui"ged that the act is unconstitutional on account of the 
proviso "that nothing in this act shall prevent 'the coloring of pure 
butter." This act is similar in its provisions to that involved in People 
V. Rotter, 91 N. W. R. 167; and People v. Phillips, Id. 616. The con- 
stitutionality of such acts was there sustained^ and a discussion is un 
necessary. Capital City Dairy Co. v. Ohio, 183 U. S. 238, 246, is de 
cisive of the question. 

The conviction is affirmed. 
The other justices concurred. 

The Pratt Food Company, 

V. 

Arthur C. Bird, Dairy and Food 

Commissioner of the State of Michigan. 

Montgomery, J. : 

The bill in this case is filed to restrain the defendant, his clerks and 
employes, from writing, printing issuing, publishing or sending out any 
bulletin, writing, publication or notice, to the effect that complainant's 
preparations sold as Pratt's Food for Horses and Cattle, Pratt's Poultry 
Food, and Pratt's Animal R^^lator, or either of them, are not licensed 
under Act No. 12 of the Laws of 1905, and warning the public against 
buying or selling these preparations. 

The bill sets out that the defendant asserts and claims that these 
preparations come within the terms of the act, and that unless restrained 
by injunction he will so assert by bulletins issued to the trade, and by 
this method intimidate dealers and prevent their purchasing complain- 
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tint's products. (We are stating simply the substance of the averments 
in brief.) It is also asserted that the effect of such bulletins will be to 
destroy and ruin the complainant's trade and work irreparable injury 

Upon the hearing below the bill w&s dismissed, and the complainant 
appeals. Three questions are pi-esented upon the record, first whether 
in view of the case complainant is entitled to the remedy here invoked; 
second, whether Act No. 12 of the Public Acts of 1905 is constitutional ; 
third, whether if it be constitutional the complainant's products come 
within the terms of the statute. 

1. The statute in qu^tion is an amendment of Act No. 211 of the 
Public Acts of 1893, entitled "An act to provide for the appointment of 
a Dairy and Food Commissioner, and to define his powers and duties 
and fix his compensation," and by section 18 of the act it is provided 
that "Any manufacturer, company, person or persons who shall sell, 
offer or expose for sale or for distribution, in this State, any concen- 
trated commercial feeding stuff used for feeding live stock, shall furnish 
with each car, or other amounts shipped in bulk, and shall affix to every 
package of such feeding stuff, in a conspicuous place on the outside there- 
of, a plainly printed statement, clearly and truly certifying the number 
net pounds in the car or package sold or offered for sale, the name or 
trademark under which the article is sold, the name of the manufactuiter 
or shipper, the place of manufacture, the place of business, and a chemi- 
cal analysis, stating the percentages it contains of crude protein, crude 
fibre, nitrogen — free extract and ether extract, all constituents to be 
determined by the methods adopted by the association of official agricul- 
tural chemists. Whenever any feeding stuff is sold at retail, in bulk or 
in packages belonging to the purchaser, the agent or dealer shall furnish 
to him a certified copy of the chemical analysis named in this section. 
The term concentrated commercial feeding stuffs as used in this act shall 
include linseed meal, cotton seed meal, pea meals, cocoanut meals, gluten 
meals, oil meals of all kinds, gluten feeds, maize feed, starch feeds, mixed 
susrar feeds, hominv feeds, rice meals, oat feeds, com and oat feeds, meat 
meals, dried blood, clover meals, mixed feeds of all kinds, slaughter 
house waste products; also all condimental stock foods, patented and 
proprietary stock foods, claimed to i)ossesJS nutritive properties and all 
other materials intended for feeding to domestic animals. * * *" A 
penalty is provided for the violation of this provision. 

It is strenuously insisted by the Attorney General that if it be con- 
ceded that the complainant's products do not come within the inhibition 
of this statute, yet no remedy by injunction exists, for the reason that 
the effect of issuing an injunction is to restrain the prosecution of a 
criminal proceeding. Numerous cases are cited, among them ArbuckJe 
V. Blackburn, 113 Fed. Rep. 625 ; State v. Wood, 155 Mo. 425, and Pre- 
digested Food Ck). v. McNeal, 1 Oh. N. P. 266. 

In so far as these cases lay down the rule that a court of equity will 
not interfere to restrain a public officer from invoking the criminal law 
and instituting a prosecution for a violation of a statute they have our 
full approval. A court of equity will not transfer to its own^j'urisdiction 
the trial of a criminal case, and this though the prosecution may fall 
with some hardship upon the accused party. Nor, as a general propo- 
sition, will a court interfere to restrain the publication of a libel. 
. But we hold in Beck v. Railway Teamsters' Protective Union, 118 
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Mich. 497, that injunction will lie to restrain a combination of peraons 
from acts which tend to ruin complainant's business by bringing to bear 
upon his customers intimidating and coercive means. The principle 
which should rule the present case is identical. If the acts which ai^e 
threatened are unlawful it cannot be doubted that placing in the hands 
of every dealer in the State a bulletin which in effect threatens them 
with prosecution in case they make use of these products in the form 
in which they are lawfully sold to them would be to absolutely exclude 
complainant's business from the State. The case presented is very simi- 
lar in this aspect to that of American School of Magnetic Healing v. 
McAnnulty, 187 U. S. 94, which case involved the right of the Post- 
master General to exclude the complainants from the use of the United 
States mails. An order had been made excluding complainants from the 
use of the mails. The court interfered and held that such order was a 
violation of the property rights of the persons affected and granted re- 
lief. 

2. Is the law constitutional? 

It is claimed that the law is unconstitutional in that it violates Sec- 
tion 20 of Article IV of the constitution, which provides that no law 
shall embrace more than one object, which shall be expressed in its 
titla ' 

It is established by our decisions that if what is introduced by way of 
ai: amendment to an act might have been incorporated in the act under 
the original title there is no violation of this section. People v. Gadwav, 
61 Mich. 285 ; Attorney General v. Bolger, 128 Mich. 355. 

The question is therefore whether .under the original title a provision 
fixing a standard of pure food and providing means to prevent deception 
in the sale of such food is within the title of an act to provide for tile 
appointment of a Dairy and Food Commissioner and to define his powers 
and duties and fix his compensation. We think the title is within our 
previous decisions sufficient. It is obvious to one reading this title that 
there must have been imposed upon the commissioner certain powers 
and duties to make his Department of any value to the State, and 
furthermore that these powers and duties must have relation to some- 
thing. It is equally obvious that the relation of these powers and duties 
must be to the subject which is brought within the Department that 
is created, viz., the Dairy and Food Department. 

The title is very similar to that which established the Insurance Bu- 
reau. In Connecticut Mutual Life Ins. Co. v. State Treasurer, 31 Mich. 
6, it was held that a title which read "An act to establish an Insurance 
Bureau" was sufficiently broad to cover any pertinent regulations re- 
specting the bureau's course of action towards those engaged in insur- 
ance, and any appropriate provisions for prescribing the duty due from 
the insurance companies to the State in the matter of taxation, without 
violating the constitutional provision. 

3. The question of more difficulty is the question of fact as to whether 
the preparations of complainant are concentrated commercial feeding 
stuffs as defined by the act cited above. 

It is true the testimony shows that upon each of the labels which ac- 
companied Pratt's Food for Horses and Cattle was the statement: 
"Pratt's Food is a regulator, to be used according to directions, and is 
not sold as a feeding stuff, nor is it to be fed in place of grain or any 
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other feed." But in addition to claiming medicinal properties for the 
food it was also stated how it should be used to fatten and improve 
slock. It was stated that "It fattens both cattle and hogs quickly, makes 
them grow larger and healthier and makes their meat tender, more juicy 
and better eating." It also stated that for horses it "produces bone, 
muscle and better staying powers; improves the -wind." 

When this statute was enacted commercial feeding stuffs were on the 
market and this fact must have been known to the Legislature. 

In employing the broad language "All condimental stock foods, pat- 
ented and proprietary stock foods, claimed to possess nutritive proper- 
ties and all other materials intended to cover all preparations for which 
the claim of nutritive qualities was made." CJomplainant's preparations 
come within this language. 

Similar I'epresentations were made in the labels of other preparations. 

We are of the opinion that the Circuit Judge was right in holding 
that all these preparations were within the statuta 

The decree is affirmed with costs. 
Pierre Viaus Maple Company, Complainant, v. Arthur C. Bird, Dairy 
and Food Commissioner, and Joseph Schnitzer, Inspector of the 
Dairy and Food Department, Defendants. Before Grant, C. J., 
Blair, Montgomery, Ostrander and Hooker, J. J. -* 

Complainant is the manufacturer of a brand of syrup known as the 
"Pierre Viaus Pure Canadian Maple Syrup and Cane Syrup," the trade- 
mark being the letters P. V. The bill allies that the Canadian Pure 
Maple Syrup exceeds the amount of Cane Syrup. It sets forth efforts 
made with the Pure Food Commission to agree upon a label which shall 
comply with the law, the faililre of these negotiations, the representa- 
tions, made to the trade by the defendants that the sale of this syrup is 
illegal, and the injurious effect upon the complainant's business, and 
prays that the defendants be restrained from in any manner interfering 
with its business. To this bill of complaint the defendants demurred 
upon the ground that the syrups mentioned in said bill of complaint 
are not labeled as required by the laws of this State. The demurrer was 
overruled and the defendants have aj^pealed. 

Grant, C. J. 

It is urged by the Attorney General that the sale of this mixture is in 
violation of section 5007 of the Compiled Laws, reading as follows : 

"That it shall be unlawful for any person, dealer, firm, manufacturer 
or corporation to manufacture and sell, or offer for sale, any maple 
sugar, maple molasses or* maple syrup that is in anywise adulterated 
with common sugar, beet sugar, glucase or any other foreign substance 
without distinctly marking, stamping or labeling the articles or the 
package containing the same with the true and appropriate name of 
such article and the percentage in which common sugar, beet sugar, glu- 
cose of any other foi-eign substance enters into the composition of the 
same." 

It is urged by the complainant that the case falls within Act 193,- Pub- 
lic Acts of 1895, known as the Pure Food Law, and entitled, *^\n act to 
])rohibit and i)revent adulteration, fraud and deception in the manufac- 
ture and sale of articles of food and drink." 

Sec. 1 (C. L. 5010) of the act prohibits the sale or having in posses- 
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«ion with intent to s^ll any article of food which is adulterated within 
the meaning of the act. 

Sec. 2 (C. L. 5011) defines the term **food" to include all articles used 
for food or drink. 

Sec. 3 (C. L. 5012) states what articles shall be deemed to be adulter- 
ated. The section closes \iith the following proviso: % 
- "Provided further, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to 
mixtures or compounds recognized as ordinary articles or ingredients 
of articles of food, if each and every package sold or offered for sale 
bear the name and address of the manufacturer and be distinctly labeled 
under its own distinctive name, and in a manner so as to plainly and 
correctly show that it is a mixture or compound, and is not in violati >ii 
with definitions fourth and seventh of this section." 

The court held that this syrup came within the Pure Food Law (Act 
11^3), and not under the act prohibiting the adulteration of maple sugar, 
etc., and that it came within the proviso above quoted. 

We think the court was in error. The act in regard to the manu- 
facture and sale of maple sugar is complete in itself, and covers th:^ 
entire subject. It was intended to prohibit the manufacture and sale 
of maple sugar under any name without labeling the product with the 
true and appropriate name, stating thereon the i)ercentage of any other 
ingredient used in its manufacture. The title of the act is "An act to 
prohibit the adulteration of maple sugai', maple molasses and maple 
syrup." The word ^'adulteration" in this statute means the mixture of 
any foreign substance, wholesome or unwholesome, with maple sugar. 
The evident purpose of the statute is to compel all persons manu- 
facturing or selling maple sugar to inform the public not only of what 
the product is composed, but the pro|X)rtions of each article used in the 
manufacture. 

Decree reversed, and bill dismissed with costs of both courts. 



Filed December 10, 1909. 
SUPREME COURT. 
Armour & Co., Complainants, 

V. 

Arthur C. Bird, State Dairy and Food Commissioner, et al., Defendants 
Before: Blair, C. J., Grant, Montgomery, Ostrander, Hooker, J. J.: 

Complainant is a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
New Jersey, with headquarters in Chicago, Illinois. It is and has been, 
for many years, engaged in the manufacture and sale of fresh and cured 
meats and sausage and other meat products. Its sale of these products, 
including sausage, extended over the entire State of Michigan. 

In the year of 1906, the defendant, the Dairy and Food Commissioner, 
caused chemical examination to be made of the various brands of 
sausage sold within the state, including that of the complainant, and 
found that many of them contained cereals and a percentage of water 
greater than that found in meat alone. On January IG, 1907, he issued 
the following circular: 
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"Gentlemen : 

A growing tendency on the part of manufacturers of sausage, bolognas 
and similar meat products, to use various preparations and substances 
foreign to the legitimate ingredients necessary to the manufacture of 
these articles of food, the said preparations being commonly known and 
^designated as fillers, binder, etc., has prompted this department to 
make a thorough investigation into such sausages. This has been done 
for the purpose of ascertaining the true reasons for the widespread 
practice* of using the preparations mentioned. 

The results obtained from the investigation as carried on in the de- 
partment laboratory lead to but one conclusion, viz. : that the addition of 
so-called binders and fillers to meat products is primarily for the pur- 
pose of substituting in part an inferior or cheaper substance for a leg- 
itimate ingredient, thereby lessening the cost of manufacture. 

The first and second subdivisions of section 5012 of the Compiled Laws 
provide that an article shall be deemed to be adulterated within the 
meaning of the act, — first, if any substance or substances have been 
mixed with it so as to lower or depreciate or injuriously affect its qual- 
ity, strength or purity ; second, if any inferior or cheaper substance or 
substances have been substituted wholly or in part for it. Basing its 
ruling on the subdivisions of section 5012 above cited, this department 
holds that the addition of the so-called binders and fillers mentioned to 
meat products is contrary to law. From and after this day, manufac- 
turers and dealers will be held to a strict account for each and every 
violation. Provided, however, that dealers within the State are given un- 
til January 25, 1907, to dispose of stocks on hand. 

Yours very truly, 
A. C. Bird, State Dairy and Food Commissioner." 

This circular was sent to all the meat dealers of the state, and a copy 
sent to the complainant at Chicago. Those employed under the direction 
of the defendant Food Commissioner also verballv informed the retail 
dealers of the state that they would be prosecuted if they did not comply 
with the above order. 

The trade of the complainant in Michigan was very large, and the 
effect of this circular, and the threats of prosecution verbally made, 
naturally tended to decrease very largely the complainant^s sales in this 
state, and to cause it considerable loss. Therefore, on November 18, 
1907, complainant filed its bill of complaint in this cause, setting forth 
the above circular and threats on the part of the defendants, the injury 
to its business, that defendants were acting illegally in their conduct, 
and praying that they be restrained from "declaring in any manner, orally 
or in writing, to the customers and patrons of your orator, or to the peo- 
ple of the State of Michigan, that the sausages and other meat products 
of your orator containing cereal, manufactured and sold, and offered 
for sale in the State of Michigan, are sold and offered for sale in violation 
of any statute of the State of Michigan." The bill alleges that the sau- 
sage manufactured and sold by the complainant bear labels showing their 
respective ingi^edients, in accordance with' the standard fixed by the laws 
of the United States and the r^ulations of the Department of Agricul- 
ture thereunder, a sample of said labels being set forth in the bill and 
reading as follows: 
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ARMOUR'S "DEVONSHIRE" Farm Style SAUSAGE 
MEAT. Made from the Meat of Hams and Selected 
Young Pork. Prepared with choicest spites and cereals. 
Aitoqur & Company. 

U. S. Inspected and passed under the Act of Congress 
of June 30, 1906. Establishment 2 A. 

An answer was duly filed denying that the sausage manufactured and 
sold by the complainant in this state containing cereals and water is a 
wholesome product^ or that it is manufactured in accordance with the 
Act of Congress of June 30, 1906, and the regulations of the United 
States Department of Agriculture; or that it is a compound or mixture 
within the meaning of the proviso of Sec. 3, Act 193, Pub. Acts of 1895, 
as amended. The answer admits that the sausage of the complainant is 
shipped into this state in packages, or boxes, labeled with the trade name 
of the sausage, and the words "with cereal", but alleges that the consumer, 
or purchaser of the retail dealer, is in no way advised, when he pur- 
chases, that the sausage contains cereal, or cereal and added water, un- 
less such purchaser purchased the entire package shipped to the dealer, 
and that even then he was not informed that the product contains added 
water. 

Both the bill and answer contain other allegations which we deem 
it unnecessary to state. Issue was joined, proofs taken in open court 
and by deposition, and after a full hearing decree was entered dismiss- 
ing the bill. The statute, C. L. Sec. 5012, under which defendants claim 
to justify their action, is as follows: 

"An article shall be deemed to be adulterated within the meaning of 
this act: First, if any substance or substances have been mixed with 
it, so as to lower or depreciate or injuriously affect its quality, strength 
or purity: Second, If any inferior or cheaper substance or substances 
have been substituted wholly or in part for it; Third, if any valuable 
or necessary constituent or ingredient has been wholly or in part ab- 
stracted from it; Fourth, If it is an imitation of, or is sold under the 
name of another article; Fifth, if it consists wholly or in part of a dis- 
eased, decomposed, putrid, infected, tainted or rotten animal or veget- 
able substance or article, whether manufactured or not, or, in the case 
of milk, if it is the product of a diseased animal; sixth, if it is colored, 
coated, polished, or powdered whereby damage or inferiority is concealed 
or if by any means it is made to appear better or of greater value than 
it really is; seventh. If it contains any added substance or ingredient 
which is poisonous or injurious to the health : Provided, That nothing 
in this act shall prevent the coloring of pure butter: And provided 
further. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to mixtures or 
compounds recognized as ordinary articles or ingredients or articles of 
food, if each and every package sold or offered for sale bear the name 
and address of the manufacturer and be distinctly labeled under its 
own distinctive name, and in a manner so as to plainly and correctly 
show that it is a mixture or compound, and is not in violation with 
definitions fourth and seventh of this section." 

Grant, J.: The following facts are admitted or established beyond 
controversy : 

27 
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(a) The sausage manufactured by the complainant is a wholesome 
article of food. It contains nothing deleterious to health. 

(b) It is a mixture or compound within the meaning of the proviso 
in the statute above quoted, being composed of meat, cereal, salt and 
spices. 

(c) It is made in accordance with the Act of Congress and directions 
prescribed thereunder by the Commissioner of Agriculture, and under 
the inspection of the United 8tates inspectors. 

(d) Sausage is made of different kinds of meat; viz., pork, beef and 
veal. Whether manufactured for interstate conMuerce or domestic use 
within the state, it is sometimes made with cereal, and sometimes with- 
out it. Cereal is not a ne<*essary ingredient to its manufacture, although 
it has been used by most manufacturers for many years. 

(e) Water is an essential ingredient in the manufacture of sausage, 
whether made with or without cereal. This is sho^n by the evidence 
of thie defendants. One of their witnesses, with an experience of thiity- 
five years, testified: 

"In the manufacture of pork sausage we use pork, and if the pork 
is a little too fat we put in some veal or beef. It is necessary to have 
a little water added, a quart and a half to 100 pounds. It is pretty 
hard to make theip without. We use a little more water than would 
be found in the meat when freshly killed." 

Another, who had been engaged in the manufacture of sausage since 
1864, testified: 

"I put a little water in pork sausage. I use from five to ten pounds 
of water to 100 pounds of meat. Enough to make it pliable that is 
all. I use from eight to ten pounds of water in making beef sausage. 
I presume you could make sausage without water, but you could not 
stuff it very well." 

Another who learned to make sausage in Germany, testified: 

"I have always used water and still use water in the manufacture 
of sausage. Water is necessary. They use water in making sausage 
in Germany. So far as I know everyone used it." 

The United States regulations require that the water used ehall be 
pure. 

(f) It is not in violation of definitions four and seven of the act. 
It does not violate definition seven because it contains no substance 
or ingredient poisonous or injurious to health. It does not violate de- 
finition four because meat is the basis and principal ingredient of the 
article. As manufactured by complainant, it contains from two to ten 
per cent of cereal. It is and has been, for more than forty years, 
recognized in the trade as sausage. When sold as sausage with cereal 
added it deceives no one, is not an imitation and manufacturers are en- 
titled to manufacture and label it as sausage with cereal. It is not con- 
tended that manufacturers have not the right to use the name "sausage" 
when sold with a proper label. 

The Federal Statute is practically identical with that of Michigan, and 
contains a proviso reading : 

"That an article of food which does not contain any added poisonous 
or deleterious ingredients shall not be deemed to be adulterated or mis- 
branded in the following cases : 
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FitBt. In the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or 
from time to time hereafter known as articles of food under their own 
distinctive names, and not an imitation of or oflFered for sale under the 
distinctive uame of another article, if the name be accompanied on the 
same label or brand with a statement of the place where said article 
has been manufactured or produced. 

Acting under this law, the Department of Agriculture, on September 
12, 1906, adopted the following regulation: 

'^Sausages and Chopped Meats. The word sausage without a prefix 
indicating the species of animal is considered to be a mixture of minced 
or chopped meats with or without spices. If any species of animal is in- 
dicated as pork sausage, the sausage must be wholly made from the 
meat of that species. lif any flour or other cereal is used the label must 
so state. If any other meat product is added, the label must so state." 

To this regulation the department added "manufacturers are warned 
that the above rulings do not exempt them from the enforcement of 
state laws." 

The learned circuit judge, in his opinion, found that sausage man- 
ufactured as is that of the complainant "is probably as healthy as pure 
sausage such as was known to the fathers." 

Briefly stated then, the case is this: complainant, a resident of an- 
other state, is manufacturing and shipping into this state a wholesome 
article of interstate commerce in strict accord with the law and regula- 
tions of the federal government. State law cannot interfere with this 
interstate traffic. The law here involved does not attempt to interfere 
with it, or to deny to the complainant the right to sell and ship its 
goods- to retail dealers in this state. There are, therefore, but two 
questions material to the determination of this controversy, viz. : 

(1) May the state through its legislature enact laws regulating the 
domestic sales of this product to consumers within the state? 

(2) Does the statute above cited include the product made by the 
complainant? 

It is not contended that the state is not clothed with the power to 
regulate the domestic sale of such products after their shipment into the 
state« Intoxicating liquor, which is a subject of interstate commerce, may 
be shipped into this state in original packages, but it cannot be sold 
within the state in violation of the state laws regulating or prohibiting 
its sale. No contention is made that the state statute in question is not 
constitutional and reasonable. Pure food laws have been enacted prob- 
ably in all the states, and have been universally held valid when reas- 
onable. The sole question therefore left to determine is whether the 
statute includes sales to consumers in small quantities taken from the 
original packages. If the domestic dealer were to sell an original pack- 
age labeled as above to the consumer, such sale would be valid, because 
the label complies with the law and notifies the purchaser that the ar- 
ticle is not a sausage of meat alone, but a sausage composed of meat and 
cereal. It is not contended that manufacturers of sausage have not 
the right to label their product "sausage" with the statement added that 
it is mixed with other products, specifying them. 

If we understand the position of counsel for complainant correctly, 
28 
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it is that iir construing this statute courts should be governed, not by 
the popular and common understanding of the meaning of the**word 
"sausage," but by its trade and commercial meaning; that is, its mean- 
ing as understood between the manufacturers and their customers to 
whom they sell for retail to consumers. They say 

"It is unmistakable that the legislature understood it was enacting a 
law with reference to an article of food which was then a subject of 
trade and commerce among the people. There were at times scores of 
different kinds of "sausage" upon the market, that is, sausage made in 
different ways, a difference in the ingredients used in the various kinds, 
and a variance in the proportions used ; and different manufacturers and 
dealers made and dealt in different kinds, and each knew that all this 
variety of meat food products were included in the term "sausage^', and 
the legislature is charged with knowledge of that fact, and must be 
presumed to have used the term "food" accordingly." 

In support of this they cite several cases from the federal courts con- 
struing the tariff or duty acts, in which it has been held that the laws 
of Congress imposing duties upon imported goods must be construed with 
reference to the trade or commercial meaning of the articles mentioned 
In the law. Among the cases cited are the 

Two Hundred Chests of Tea, 9 Wheaton 430; 
• Cadwalader v. Zeh, 151 U. S. 171 ; 
McCoy V. Hedden, 38 Fed. Rep. 89. 

In the Two Hundred Chests of Tea it was held that "bohea tea" was 
used in the duty act in its known commercial sense, viz., "that article 
which in the known usage of the trade acquired that distinctive kppel- 
lation." 

In Cadwalader v. Zeh, the question was whether, under the duty act, 
earthenware consisting of small cups, saucers, mugs, etc., having on them 
pictures of animals and other objects, and letters of the alphabet, should 
have been assessed as toys with 35 per cent ad valorem, or as china, etc. 
with 60 per cent ad valorem. The case was held to dei)end upon the 
commercial meaning of the word "toys." 

In McCoy v. Hedden, the question was whether currycombs were du- 
tiable under a provision imposing a duty upon combs of all kinds. If 
they were not known to the trade among merchants as combs they were 
held not dutiable as such. These and other similar cases arose between 
the United Rtates and importers of foreign goods, and do not apply to 
cases arising under the pure food laws of state governments. Courts 
will take cognizance of the well-known fact that farmers, laboring, men 
and consumers are not generally familiar with the customs of trade 
and commerce in importing goods, or of understandings of the trade be- 
tween manufacturers and merchants who buy those products for retail 
trade. Such construction would emasculate the pure food laws and de- 
prive the people of the protectioK which the legislature wisely intended 
to give them. 

Sausage is defined by all the lexicographers as an article of food corfi- 
poaed of meat, salt and spices. (See Worcester's and Century diction- 
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aries). The people generally so nnderstand it. The writer of this 
opinion would be compelled to admit thai until very recently he had 
no knowledge that cereal was used in the manufacture of sausage. It is 
too manifest for further argument that the legislature in enacting the 
law was not providing for the regulation of sales between manufacturers 
and merchants, but between retail dealers and consumers. They enacted 
the law solely for the protection of consumers, the people who buy and 
eat the products. The consumer who prefers sausagt^ made of meat alone 
is entitled to be informed that he is buying such an article. The con- 
sumer who prefers sausage mixed with cereal is entitled to know that 
he is purchasing that article. The contention of the complainant, if 
sustained, would deprive the consumer of this right which the statute 
plainly gives him. We cannot follow. State v, Nesland, 120 N. W. Rep. 107, 
(Iowa), wherein it is held that sales in small quantities from original 
packages are not within the statute. In that case a pound of lard was 
sold from a fifty pound package properly labeled with its constituent 
parts, but it was held that the retail dealer was not required to label th^ 
small packages sold. That opinion is based upon the well-known rule 
that penal statutes must be strictly construed. The statute of Michigan 
expressly provides that these mixtures must be labeled showing the dif- 
ferent kinds of ingredients contained in them. Sec. 2 is as follows : 

"The term food, as used herein, shall include all articles used for 
food or drink, or intended to be eaten or drank by man, whether simple, 
mixed or compound." 

This is a general statute covering all food products not otherwise 
specifically provided for. We consider its provisions perfectly plain, 
and not subject to any misunderstanding or uncertainty. To hold other- 
wise would substantially exclude all the benefits and protection to the 
people of the state which the statute was clearly designed to grant. We, 
therefore, hold that retail packages of small amounts taken from the 
original package of the manufacturer, and sold to the consumer, must 
be properly labeled as the law directs. 

The court below dismissed the complainant's bill, thereby granting it no 
relief whatever. In view of the position taken by the Food Commis- 
sioner in his circulars and answer herein filed; and in view of the im- 
portance to the complainant, and to the people of the state to know 
under what conditions a wholesome article of interstate commerce may 
be sold in this state, we think the learned circuit judge should have 
entered a decree defining the rights and determining under what con- 
ditions complainant, as well as other manufacturers, may have their 
valuable and wholesome products sold by the retail dealers, and to re- 
strain the defendants from interfering wfth such legitimate sales. 

The Food Commissioner, as above stated, deni^ in his answer that 
the sausage made by the complainant was a wholesome product, or that 
it was a mixture or compound within the meaning of the act, and 
insisted that it was an adulteration. His attitude is further shown by 
his reply to complainant's letter of January 17, 1907, asking "if there 
would be any objection to using cereal if such fact is stated on label 
same as provided by national law." He denied this permission, which 
was, not only a compliance with the federal law, but a compliance with 
the state law. 
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The use of cereal in the manufacture of sausage has been very general, 
llie State Food and Dairy Oouimissioner of Iowa, who at the time of 
the hearing below had held office for five years, testified to its general 
use in that state, stating that "the ingredients used by the Iowa manu- 
facturers in making sausage are chopped meats, salt, spices, flour and 
sufBcient water.'' In July 1907 he issued a bulletin stating : 

"The Commissioner has no authority to establish standards for the 
information of the public, it is here stated that this department w^iU not 
interfere with the sale of sausage because of the presence of wholesome 
flour, provided that an analysis does not show more than five per cent, 
of such flour." 

It appears fo be established by the evidence that sausage made with 
cereal is sold cheaper than that made of meats alone. If so, the people 
desiring to buy and eat the cheaper product should have the privilege of 
doing so, and such product should not by any decision of the court be 
prohibited from sale. 

The opinion of the circuit judge does not prohibit its sale when prop- 
erly labeled. He held that the trouble was not with the use of cereal, 
but in permitting the product to be sold at the retail counter without in- 
forming the customer that cereal is a part of it. Counsel for respondents 
conceded in the oral argument in this court that it was a wholesome 
food and was entitled to sale in this state, when sold under a proper 
label informing customers of what it is composed. 

It is conceded that the use of cereal requires more water than does 
sausage made with meat alone. Anyone of intelligence would, upon re- 
flection, know this to be the fact. The only doubt I entertain in the 
case is whether the label should, in addition to the words "with cereal," 
contain also "and water." In view of the fact that water is generally 
used in the manufacture of all sausage, and that no law or r^ulation 
of the food department has fixed the amount of water that may be used, 
it would seem, like judicial legislation for the court to require the label 
to show that water is used in the manufacture. 

The statute does not require the label to state the proportion of the 
ingredients composing the mixture, but only the names of the ingre- 
dients. The statute makes special provision for butter, cheese, lard, 
canned fruits and vegetables, coffee and molasses. There are other 
statutes governing the manufacture and sale of specific products re- 
quiring the proportions of the ingredients to be placed upon the labels, 
such as Act 123, Pub. Acts 1903; People v. Harris, 135 Mich. 136. 

It is within the power of the legislature to pass an act specifically 
provided for the manufacture and sale of sausage, and that the labels 
should state the proportions of the ingredients used. We hold a label 
"sausage with cereal" upon packages sold to consumers is a compliance 
with the statute in labeling the mixture, and a decree should be entered 
so Stating. A decree will be entered in this court in accordance with 
the above opinion. No costs will be allowed. 
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ABSTRACT OF LAWS. 



The following is but a brief synopsis of the Dairy and Food Laws. 
The Digest and Rulings cover but a i)6rtion of the food and drink prod- 
ucts affected by the statutes. Every article of food and drink comes 
within the law's regulation, and dealers are advised to examine the laws 
carefully and inform themselves fully. ^ 

IN GENERAL. 

No person shall within this State manufacture for sale, have in his 
possession with intent to sell, offer or expose for sale, or sell, any article 
of food or drink which is adulterated. 

The taking of orders, or the making of agreements or contracts by 
any person, firm or corporation, or by any agent or representative there- 
of, for the future delivery of any of the articled, products, goods, wares or 
merchandise embraced within the provisions of this act is deemed a sale. 

Under this statute a dealer is liable for selling an adulterated article, 
although he may have no knowledge that the same is adulterated. 

A guarantee of purity received from the manufacturer or jobber does 
not relieve a person handling adulterated goods from liability. 

AN ARTICLE 

shall be deemed to be adulterated : 

1. If any substance or substances have been mixed with it, so as to 
lower or depreciate or injuriously affect its quality, strength or purity ; 

2. If any inferior or cheaper substance or substances have been sub- 
stituted wholly or in part for it; 

3. If any valuable or necessary constituent or ingredient has been 
wholly or in part abstracted from it; 

4. If it is an imitation of or is sold under the name of another 
article; 

5. If it consists wholly or in part of a deceased, decomposed, putrid, 
infected, tainted or rotten animal or vegetable substance or article, 
whether manufactured or not, or, in the ease of milk, if it is the product 
of a diseased animal ; 

6. If it is colored, coated, i>olished or powdered, whereby damage or 
inferiority is concealed, or if by any means it is made to appear better 
or of greater value than it i^ally is, except in the case of pure butter which 
may be colored ; 

7. If it contains any added substance or ingredient which is poisonous 
or injurious to health. 

MIXTURE OP COMPOUNDS 

recognized as ordinary articles or ingredients of articles of food may 
be sold under the following restrictions : 

1. All packages containing same must bear the name and address 
of the manufacturer or compounder thereof; 



216 STATE OP MICHiaAN. 

2. They must contain nothing injurious to health ; 

3. They must not be sold in imitation of, or under the name of 
another article; i 

4. They must be distinctly labeled under their own distinctive name, 
and in a manner so as to plainly and correctly show they are a mixture 
or a compound; 

5. A mixture or compound cannot be sold under the name of any 
ingredient contained therein, even though the words mixture or com- 
pound be used in connection therewith. It must be sold under an orig- 
inal or coined name. 

Exceptions under the law are : 

Buckwheat flour, coffee and lard, which may be mixed with other sub- 
stances under certain i*estrictions and sold as buckwheat flour compound, 
coilee compound, and lard compound. 
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UNWHOLESOME MILK AND CREAM. 



Whenever it is determined by the Dairy and Pood Commissioner, his 
deputy or inspectors, that any person is using, selling or furnishing to 
any skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory, 
milk depot, farm dairy, milk dealer, the retail trade, or to any consumer 
of milk, any impure or unwholesome milk or cream, caused by the un- 
sanitary or filthy condition of the premises where cows are kept, or by 
the unsanitary or filthy care or handling of the cows, the use of unclean 
utensils, unwholesome food, or from any other cause, the person so of- 
fending shall be notified and warned by the Commissioner, his deputy, or 
inspectors not to use sell or furnish such milk or cream at any of the 
places, or to any of the persons above mentioned. A failure to obey such 
notice and warning and the continued sale of such milk is made a mis- 
demeanor, punishable by fine or imprisonment or both. 

SANITARY CONDITION. 

« 

Whenever it is determined by the Dairy and Food Commissioner that 
unsanitary conditions ^xist in the operation of any skimming station, 
creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory, milk depot, or. farm 
dairy, the proprietor or manager of the same, shall be notified and 
warned by the Coinniissioner, liin dqnity or inspectors, to place such 
skimming station, creamery, etc., in a sanitary condition. A failure to 
obey such notice and warning is iiuule a misdemeanor, punishable by 
fine or imprisonment or both. 
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